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A Review of Mr. Glaſs's Ob- 
| ſerves on the Original Con- 


nech 'H in a Lettert to him. 


nify, that I have taken ſome No- 
tice of your Explication of the 


4 re the Commiſſion. 


| hat is ſaid. 


the Publication of my Book; but muſt freely con- 


4 2 do. 


188888 ee 


EEE 


ſtitution of the Chriſtian 


Received y yours, wherein you ſig- 


Propoſition, and that you expected 

I would have done the like to 

your Anſwer to the Defence of . 
National Curches, and Speech be- 5 


As to the Firſt, I am till of the Mind that I 
1 ve examined every Thing material in it, and, 
have not ſeen, as Jetz BUY: ſuitable Anſwer to 


As to the Second, I own it was printed befor 8 


eſs, that it appeared to me, to have ſo little of the 
Argument in it, and ſo much of ludicrous Banter 
Jes Invective diffuſed itſelf throughout the whole. 

f the Performance, that I could not allow. my- 
fel to . that i it was either a ſuitable Reply 
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in it to have Weight with any Man, who deſires : 
Reaſon or Revelation to determine him in what i 


conſider it in the proper Place, ſeeing I had not 
_ Occaſion to peruſe your Speech, betore my Book 
Was gone to the Preſs. Mean while, I ſhortly [5 
take Notice of two or three Things advanced 3 


not affirm thele Pariſhes and their Overſeers are fe 
„ tery. That is, that the Pariſhes and Mini- n 


tel by the Apoſtles: : But the Commiſſion have 


imagine they were a Sett of Men, who ſubſcribed 


coin be no more Unchriſtian Charge; or elle, they 


6 Subjects into Parcels, to be taught by ſo man 
„ Teachers, Cc. But, will the Magiſtrate's 


bation of "Congrogaticals and giving a legal Main & 


3 


4 
to that Book, or bent che Gravity of the Sub- 
ject. | * 


Fit 


As to the Third, viz. your Speech, I ſee as little 
| 


he embraces: As to what relates to Acts 15. I ſhall b 


therein, 5. 4, and 5. And, 1. You are not wanting p 
in Charity to ſay, * That the Commiſſion Will 


* of the ſame Kind with the firſt Chriſtian 
* Churches or Congregations, and their Presby- 


ſters of this Church are not of the ſame Nature c 
and Kind with the firſt Chriſtian Churches plan- 
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ſubſcribed the Confeſſion of Faith, and Formula; and 
under their Hand declared, the Conſtitution of M 
this Church is founded upon, and agreeable to Wu 
the Word of God, &c. Thus ycu muſt either, uh 


one Thing aud believed another, than which therd fr 


did affirm that theſe Pariſhes are of the ſame Kind 


: and Nature with the firſt Chriſtian Churches, we 


But hen, to confirm that our Pariſhes are diffeſ ou 
rent in Kind from the rſt Chriſtian Churches du 
you lledge, * The Magiſtrate has divided hig bu 


interpoſinggis Authority, for. the regular Diſtr: 


tenance 


* 


3 


Sub- | enance to Paſtors, alter the Nature of a Church 


s little | 


defires Churches? Will our Mercy, in having a ſupreme 
what Magiſtrate to be a nurſing Father to the Church, 

I ſhall be ſo much to its Hurt and Detriment, as to make 
ad not] it differ in Kind from the firf Chriſtian Churches? 
Book Or, will an external cumulative Power alter the 
ſhortly Nature of a Church, where the Doctrine, Wor- 
vanced ſhip, Diſcipline and Government of Chriſt are 
7anting Preſerved and maintained, ſo as to make it alter in 
n will Kind from the Apoſtolick Inſtitution * Theſe Aſ- 
ers are ſertions want Proof: For, tho? it is not a Perſon's 
nriſtian Living in the local Bounds of a Pariſh,that conſtitutes 
Yresby-| him a Member of that Congregation z yet it is 
| Mini-! moſt expedient, and agreeable to the general Pre- 
Nature epts of the Goſpel, and -Apofſtolical Pattern, that 
s plan- ongregations ſhould be diſtinguiſhed by the re- 
1 have ſpective Bounds of their Habitations ; this being 


4; and 5 
tion of J 


able to mutual Duties: Thus, the firſt Chriſtian Churches 
eitheli were diſtinguiſhed and deſigned by their reſpective 


Mcribedl Cities; and we have not the leaſt Countenance 


h there from Scriprure, that he who had his Habitation 
in one City, was a ſtated and ordinary Member in 
2 Church which was in another, And as little do 


ſe, they] 


ie Kind 
es, we read, that Perſons ſet up then to gather a Church 


e diffeQout of Churches, tho' this Principle has ſtill in- 


urches duced its Admirers to exclaim againſt regular Diſtri- 


led hid butions of Congregations, 
o man Again, I find another Thing alledged, ix. 
iſtrate * That the firſt Chriſtian Churches were gathered 


Diſtri e only by the Goſpel, and were * of Chriſt 


1 Mainy i S yoluncarly afſociared, Oc. p. 5. But this goes 
Fenaney | = 


or Congregation, ſo as that there ſhould be a ſpe- 
Tifick Difference between theſe and the Apoſtolick 
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oſt for their Edification, and what both gives 
Miniſter and People eaſier Acceſs to perform their 
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- purely preached, and perform the Ads of religi-ſi 
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6 
on a Suppoſition, that a Kingdom or Nation which] 
has been brought into Church-Order by the Preach- 
ing of the Goſpel, and made to abandon Heathen} 
iſm and embrace the Chriſtian Religion, and there. 
upon were baptiſed, and after them for ſeveralſj 
Generations their Seed and Offspring; that theſef 
are in the fame Condition with ſuch as are with. 
out, or in a State of Paganiſm. Scotland was firſtſ 
brought i in by the Preaching of the Goſpel, and 
ſo their Seed and Offspring are fill reputed Mem- 

bers of the viſible Church, and are under the Sea IF 
of the Covenant, When a Nation is thus brought 
in, and by a voluntary Condeſcenſion ſubmit them -& v. 
ſelves to the Laus of Chriſt, their Children area, 
federal ly holy, and have a Right to all the exter-yg h: 
nal Privileges of the Covenant, unleſs they be cuts 
off by ſome Moral or Phyſical Impediment : Thug; 
the Children of the Jews were all circumciſed 
| even tho' their Parents were not to be accounted(6 
real Believers or viſible Saints; and the Coyenantſi 
under both Diſpenſations 7 ſubſtantially the 
| fame. Ina Word, wherever the People do withſut, 
mutual Conſent gather into ſettled Congregations|e 

ordinarily every Lord's Day, to hear the Wordiith 


n 
In 
. 
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gious Worſhip, according to Chriſt's Inſtitution, ſe 
do profeſs their Subjection thereunto, and bindſi 
themſelves and their Children to continue therein, 
as they do in Baptiſm ; theſe are true Churches, 
tho* there may be many Corruptions and evilſeſt 
Practices among them, as there were in the Church Eeſt 
of Corinth: This much is owned by the Nem- En- I 
gland Miniſters, in their Anſwer to the 32 · Queſt i- 
on, p. 24, Cc. and by the Apology for the Church- 
"Covenants po 36, &ce But my deſigned Bren | 
| Wil 
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which! 5 5 
reach · E ill not allow me to enlarge ; only you may re- 
athen· Incile your Notions on this Head with the Inde- 
there-· Indent Miniſters formerly mentioned, in their Plat- 
ſever al of Church-diſcipline, Chap. 11. § 4. & Chap, 
3 . § 35 6, 8. and you will ſee how far they allow 
with the Countenance oi the civil Magiſtrate, 
as firfi}t Sir, I come now to offer my Thoughts on your 
1, and; ſerves, and in the Entry give you my Promiſe, 
Mem- Hat I am not to rendet Railing for Railing, nor. 
1e Sealſeat the Perſons of any Men with Burleſque or 


% 


roughtnominious Names, as you have done. 35 
| Your firſt general Obſerve, p. 14. contains a 
ren areQharge againſt me for affecting the Spirit of ſuch 
have contended for claffical Presbytery, which 
u imagine to be ſomewhat different from that | 
Which they diſcover in other Controverſies, But, | 
| 
i 


mciſedfpw is this made out? 1. Say you, It was always 
ountedſ their Way to fly to humane Authority, when | 
they came to a Pinch, in a Queſtion, which is i 
only to be decided by the Word of God, G. [ 
o withJat, allow me to ſay, the Charge is falſe, and I 
gationslefire you to make it good, General Charges, 
 Wordyithout condeſcending on Particulars, in their ſe- 
' religi-Wral Circumſtances, are calumnious, and croſs to 
itution,e very Spirit of the Goſpel, I know no Preby- 
d bindWQian Writer who does not plead for the ſacred 
therein,Macles being the ſole Judge in all Points of Reli- 
urches, pn, and in every eſſential Branch of the New- 
ad evilEſtament Conſtitution : I own, | prefer one divine 
Church eſtimony to ten Arguments, and one good Argu- 
Vew-En-Went before ten humane Teſtimonies ; Yet I muſt 
, Queſti-Wl chink,that both Reaſon and humane Teſtimony 
Church-Wſerve the Place of Under-proofs, and in this 
BrevityPhere they are only urged, Scripture itſelf ſaith, 
will at in the Multitude of Counſellors there is Safety z 
5 an 
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fain to uſe the Authority of Dr. Owen Wi 
- then ? O, ſay you, oY It his Authority be a go W 
555 Argument in ſome Caſes, why not in othe 
& alſo ? ? Sir, 1, The very Points on which 1 
have uſed him, are on the Head of Independency, 


verſary. But, 2. 1 own, I reverence the Judgm® 
of ſo learned and pions a Divine, in what I find 


- and ſo, will not ſlightly reject it: Nay, this gra 
Man's ſtated and permanent Way of thinking e 


Aeno 1720, The Words are, p. 33, 34. © I ha 


© Opinion about Church-government, becauſe 


cc and that, had others been of his Mind, the Ditl 
© rences between thoſe called Presbyterians a 
< Independents might have eaſily been reconcile 


„„ 

and ſo we are not aſhamed to bring a Cloud J. 8 
Witneſſes along with us in our Diſputes, and iq 
verence their Judgments, w when they bring both 
Scripture and ſolid Reaſons along with them] 
Thus, while you condemn us, you make light 1 
of Solomor's Judgment, and take Care to preſſſ I. 
your own Not ions of Things, before all Meyſt! 
both of Piety and Learning. 7 
Nay, you further tell me, That I am ſometimg 5 


tl 


ſo I take an Argument from the Mouth of an AF 
be his ſtated and permanent Way of thinkin 


Church-Government, was not ſo much in favou Sip 


of Independency as ſome have repreſented him! 1y 
the Credulous. As an Evidence of this, I ſhall \ Co 


down a few Lines from the Hiftory of his LifPP 
prefixed to the firſt Volume of his Sermons printi a 
A 


ce been the longer in the Extract of the Do&ol# 


ce ſhews (whatever might have been his Sentimenl 
© when younger) how much he agreed with 4 
Proteſtant Churches, that of England except 
ce jn this Point in the latter Part of his Days 


* 


hav 


(9 


Cloud q He was of ſo healing a Temper in this Matter; 
ce that | heard him ſay, before a Perſon of Quali- 
& ty and others, he could readily join with Preby- 
ce tery, as it was exerciſed in Scotland. Thus his 


3 and 1 
ing both 
them] 8 | 
ke liz Judgment is ſtronger in Favours of Presbytery than 


to pref Independency; or at leaſt we may juſtly conclude, 
all Meß that, had he been a Member in the Church of Scot- 


land, he would not have broke off from her Com- 
ometin{ 


a goſÞ was the downright Reverſe of this. 


in othy, Your ſecond Charge, p. 4. is, My telling Sto- 
© ries of the Diviſions of the Independents ; and 
„then you fall hard on Buſtwick and Edwards, 
„and arraign them as vile Writers, without gi- 


ving the leaſt Reaſon for your ſo doing, &c,” 


hinkingFbe e 1 
this greh hies, © 328. | laid before you ſeveral abſurd, 
xinking Net pl. 

n favou eiples. Theſe you have never touched; but on- 


ed him! I/ carp, becauſe the Facts alledged were practical 
1 ſhall Confirmations of theſe Concluſions. And to be 
his LifPP with theſe Authors, whoſe Authority I made 
Wie oi for confirming them, you muſt bring their 
Names under Reproach, and characterize Mr, 


ns prints 
© I hat 
Poctoſ Pt wic and Edwards (and on the ſame Account 
becauſe Mr. Prenn and Mr. Baxter, whoſe Authorities I 
entimenl 
with 4 
exceptel 
s Days 


ave you given of the Vileneſs of theſe great 
en? None, if it be not that they wrote 


the Diff 
rians a 
econcile( 


munion, or been inſtrumental in raiſing a Schiſm 
lh therein: Beſides, his Practice, while in Scotland, 


To this I reply, 1. That in my 5th Argument for 
he eftabliſhing the Subordination of judicato- 


plain Conſequences from Independent Prin- 


Iſo uſed) as vile Writers. But what Evidence 


gainſt Independency, and ſo all ſuch muſt have 
be ſame Character. Thus, while you charge 
he Presbyterians with altering their Spirit in the 
Diſpute with you, you yourſelf outdo all the 

2 = B Presby- 


10 F 


Presbyterian Writers I ever ad; or ſa w, on this 


Subjeck. In a Word, I had ſtill good Ground 


to think that theſe premiſſes, from which abſurd 
Ulnferences are plainly deducible, were not Truths; | 
eeing Premiſſes muſt {till partake of the Nature 
of their juſt Concluſions, 


2. He muſt be a Stranger to the preſent Situ- 


ation of England, that does not ſee, even at this 
Day, too much of the ſame Effects caſting up, 
which had their Beginnings in a former Age, 
through the Want of the due Exerciſe of Diſ- | 
cipline among the Diſſenters. So the long Tra® 

of Time fince theſe Writers were on the Stage, 
leaves them yet unconfuted, tho* the contrary is 
alledged by you. Beſides, you might have ſpared | * 
your Story, in comparing the Presbyterians to the 
Heathens, and taking it for granted, that your | 
Principles are as little ſubject to abſurd Conſe- | * 
_ quences, as theſe of Chriſtianity, which were 
reproached by the Infidel World. ; 
Your third Charge, p. 5. is, the Mifapplicati- '® 
on of Metaphyſicks to 1 Cor. 14. 235 24. But pray, | 
Sir, firſt diſcover the Fallacy of my Reaſoning on | | 
theſe Texts, and then, in your next, you may 
rank me among the Company of Sophiſts. Be- 
| ſides, compare your own beloved metaphyſical | ! 
Diſtinction, the Body aſſembling, and the Aſſem- 
_ bly of that Body, — what I have ſaid on theſe 
Scriptures, and ſee which of us have moſt plyed 7 
that Art: And, that the Reader may judge, let him . 


compare p. 3.6. of your Propoſition, with p. 82, 


343. of my Book, As for your ludicrous Treat- | 
ment, I deſpile it, it being the common Burden of |; 
all your Performances. 8 


Your | 


--W- Your 3 ath Charge, p. 6. is That I follow the Ex- | 
this | ec 18 15 of theſe Writers in the intolerable Con- 
ound cc fidence which they expreſs in an Argument 


ſurd nx they ſometimes ule when Scripture fails them, 


uths; cc viz, That it would be an Imputation too inju« 
arure ce rjous to Chriſt and his Apoſtles, to ſuppoſe that 


ce they order otherwiſe than according to the 


Situ- : © Presbyterian Scheme. Theſe are your Words, 
this and 1 defire you may fix the Charge, left every 
uf, 1 one who reads them call them a Calumny ; : and 
Age, ſo juſtly reckon, that, while you are recommend- 


Diſ- 
Tract 
tage, | 
ary 18 
pared 
o the 


Time make falſe and unchriſtian Charges. That 
our blefſed Lord might have revealed another Plan 
or Scheme of Government in his Houſe, than 
Irrbat he hath done, I believe no Presbyterian will 


onſe- to every One who reads it, One may juſtly ſay, 


were that he, who refuſeth the plain and immediate 
Caonſequences drawn from theſe, acts injuriouſly 


icati- to Chriſt and his Apoſtles. And let me add, that 
pray, 5 it is full Time for you to alledge that Scripture- 
Ng ON Proof has failed us, when you have once anſwe- 
1 may xed the Scripture- arguments that have been addu- 

Be- Fed againſt you, And as to what you further aſ- 
yhical | Jert, about our bringing all Manner of Reflections 
Aſem- %oainkt the Independents, and that we ſpeak to them 
theſe irh as infallible an Air, as the Pope does unto the 
Proteſtants , It very ſtrongly verifies the Scots Pro- 


f 1 erb, Firſt give the heavy Stroke, and then raiſe the 
p. 82, ſoud Cry. We have treat the Perſons of our In- 
Treat- dependent Brethren, with all Tenderneſs and 


7 hriſtian Love, in the Diſputes we have had with 


oer chem; and J dare you, to ſhew the Contrary, 


ing a Chriſtian Temper, you can at the ſame 


deny; but when he has given us ſuch Examples, 
Four Precepts and Rules in his Word, as are evident 


I _ Nay, 


Nay, can you refuſe, without a Bluſh, that you « 


12 


have made poſitive Charges in your Anſwer to the fte 
Defence of national Churcyes, even when you have c 


given no better Argument than your own Aſſerti- 
on? Have you not the moſt ludicrous Expreſſions 60 0 
and unbecoming Invectives againft us in your 0b.“ 


ſerves; terming the whole Church Babylon, and A ? 
particular Perſons Perverters, nay, malicious Per- i | 
verters of the Scripture, Detainers of the Truth in| 


Unrighteouſneſs, and the like? Have you brought „ 


no unchriſtian Charges againſt us in the Explic, fer 
of your Prop, of which 1 had too often Occaſion yo! 


Thus] have gone through your firſt general Li- to 


to remind you? Ina Word, as we diſclaim Po- wo 
piſh In fallibility, ſo we hold a poſitive Certainty | the 


of our Principles, in Oppoſicion to Libertiniſm and Bu! 
Uncertainty. CL "IO 17 


bel, which has all the Characteriſticks of a Ca- anc 


lumny, ſeeing you have never offered any other to | 
Voucher for your Allegations, than your bare Aſ. De 
ſertion, without quoting one Page of my Book, Th 
or any others 1 e Gre 


In your ſecond general Obſerve, p. 7. you tell by 


me, That © you was of the Opinion, that it was lar! 


< not meet to manage the Cauſe of Claſſical Pres- Circ 


c bytery againſt the Epifcopalians and Independents, in 

“s jn one and the ſame Book; and now you were Ge 
© confirmed of it.” But from whence does this , 
Confirmation ariſe? Alas! I now find I am char- Wa 
ged with Inconſiſtencies, in managing the Cauſe far 


betwixt theſe two Extremes; and what can be pr 
more frightiul than for a Man to fall foul of him- the 


_ felf? But let us examine theſe Things a little: Ene 


1. Say you, p. 8, © When Jam writing againſt hac 
the Epi/copalians, I fhew a warm Zeal for the for 
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„ 5 13 1 
t you Word of God, and the Apoſtolick Examples, 


to the te jn Oppoſition to what crept in aſterwards; 


have “ but when 1 write againſt the Indepefdents, 1 
ſſerti- ( allow Things neceſſary unto Decency and Or- 
>Miong | .der, that do not appear in the firſt Formation 
ar Ob- of Churches, namely Eccleſiaſtical Courts 
1, and | * meeting in the Name of Chriſt, &c. Theſe, 


is Per- 6 'ay u, we have as little Scripture-Warrant for, 


ruth in| as the Epiſropalians have for their Dioceſan, or 
rough if ther ” 
Explic, ſerve you cite, p. 213, 258, 260, But, might 


ccaſion you not have cited 5. 10. p. 261. and then it 
im Po- would have appeared, that I ſought no more of 
rtainty | the Epiſcopalians, than I did of the Independents ? 


ſm and But more particularly, 1. You muſt once prove 


ral Li- to be a Dioceſan Biſhop, is merely circumſtantial ; 


a Ca- and that Chriſt has left that Matter of his Rulers 
other to be managed according to his general Rules of 
re Aſ- Decency and Order, before your Parallel will run. 
Book, This is all along denied, and that on good 
Grounds. Things Eſſential to Chriſt's Houſe 
ou tell by a poſitive, fixed Rule and Inſtitution particu- 
- it was larly, is ſomething different from what is purely 
Pres- gircumſtantial, as that of more or fewer Courts 


endents, i any Church is. The common Wealth of 
1 were Feneva has but one Presbytery in the Church there- 
es this p, and no-more is neceffary in their preſent Si- 


n char- Wation, and yet ſhe is ſtill owned to be Presbyte- 


Cauſe fian. 2. It is at the ſame Time falſe, that there 


can be P neither Apoſtolical Example, nor Precept for 


f him- 4 he Sabordination of Judicatories. It was ſoon 
little: Fnongh to have taken that for granted, when you 
againſt bad fully anſwered the Arguments I had brought 


for the or eſtabliſhing the Contrary, 3. For the ſame 


| W Ol d ö R eas 


& there is for an univerſal Biſhop.” For this ob- 


khat the raiſing of one Officer above Presbyters, 


naught, ſeeing I know no Presbyterian that eyes 


habitually, having an faherent Power to afſemil 
on proper Occaſions, Do not they all hold, thi 
the Government is exerciſed in particular Church! Ml 


or delegated Officers? And however you may b 


as Time and Place, &c, yet the Neceſſity of this 
is owned by the Independents in N. England, 6 


6 byter) in the N. Teſtament; but that I doubt not 
< that in the 2d and 3d Centuries, the moſt of the 


* 14 9 | 
Reaſons there cannot be an equal Apology for theSubl 
ordination of Church-Officers till they come to abe 


univerſal Biſbop, that there is for the Subordination oY: 


Courts till they come to a general Council, as you al" 
ledge, Ina Word, it the Proportion of your Parallegy SC 
hath any Thing in it, it is this, viz. Becauſe $8 
lomon hath ſaid, In the Multitude of Counſellors 1 


3s Safety; therefore it is equally ſafe to deſcenÞ , 
from the Council of a great Multitude, and deg 


volve all into one Perſon, 4. Your Aſſertion is g 
maintained that the Church was one external, con® 8 h 
ſtant and actual Society, They hold it to be ond? nd 


or Vicinities; and at the ſame Time, that th 
whole Church, or ſome great Parts of it, hav 
ſome common Intereſts that may require to b 
handled in Synods or Councils, by their combin 


angry with a Church's determining Circumſtance 


rom 


their Platform, Ch. 1, 84. | 
Your 24 Inſtance, p. 10. is, © That I am confi þn) 


ce dent there is noExample ofa Congregational Pres 5 


e Chriſtian Churches were congregational. But Y 


have you ſet down the different Pages whereof 
this Inconfiſtency is founded? No, that wouly 
have at once ſpoiled all, and given every candid 


lo. 
# 


| Reader to ſee, that I gave it as my Opinion, that 5 


8 to what 1 could learn from the Hiſtory ; 
W_ 


e 


15 


the Sub. 
me to af 
nation off 


you al$ 


Parallel ges I perceived from humane Teſtimony, that 


auſe „ie moſt of the Churches mentioned by them 


ors then lere ſuch, and in ſmall Villages. The Reader 
deſcend compare p. 211, 605. with p. 534, Cc. and 


and Wy 


rtion iN 
'$ 


al cy the Teſtimony can determine, p. 587, Cc. 
be can nd, for a further Confirmation of the ſame 


aſſembe © 
Id, a I 


ombin 
1 may b 


aſtancel lat this Practice, or theſe Terms were according 


of thi? 


an a E 1 


lency, and I wiſh it not riſe again on me 
Wnother Shape. 


> Burl 
where 
: woult 
£ candil 

thaty 
> Has 


hen diſputing with you, an Aſſembly capable of 
Fbeing edified by one Paſtor at a Time; but, 
Jagainſt the Epiſcopalians, I make it to conſiſt 
df a whole Body's partaking of one Altar.“ But, 
the you ſet down the Pages where this ho 

able 


e N. Teſtament, I was not able to determine 
elt of any one Church that was no more but 
ngregational, or that continued ſo; but in After- 


en . for himſelf. But, nave I any where 
that theſe Churches were Independent? 
the downright Contrary is evident, fo far 


Thing, you may read Cyprian's 67th Epiſtle, and 
A 7, . to the e ee In A Word tho' = 


ar, and one Church and one Altar, came to be 
warrent Terms; yet I never ſo much as infinuated, 


o the New Teſtament, That they were burrowed 
om the Old Teſtament, I do not much queſtion; 
from thence came that received Maxim among 
* of the Antients, A real Prieſthood, and 4 
3 ce. Thus I have got rid of this Incon- 


Alas! you have turn'd it Lo another Figure, 
o. and tell me, That“ I make a Congregation, 


_ expreſs Words the Contrary is alledged, in thay 
very Pages you refer unto, p. 534, 535. For iff 


Ages of the Church. Aud tho' the Guiſe 4 # 
theſe Times brought” it in Cuſtom, for gainin 
their End, to have all of them communicate F 


of your Words, ſo as to find out what you intend { 


< to be many Congregations in each of them.” 
But here again you LETT the Pages in which 


5 j 
dable Inconſiſtency is founded? No, you {| 
down p. 534, 535. for the one Branch, but thai þ 
other muſt be ſought out, p. 82. There it is thaf 'T/ 


I fay, A fingle Congregation is ſuch a com peten r 
Number of Chriſtians, as can aſſemble for ordil ? 


nary in one Place for publick Worſhip, and ma 4 
be edified by the Preaching of one Paſtor at ce 
Time. This Notion of a Congregation is almof ol 


the ſame in Words, with that of the Indepenſ Ye 
_ dents in N. England, Plat firm, Chap. 3. I 4. By na 
as to my aſſerting the other Branch of the all 


ledged Inconſiſtency, is notoriouſly falſe, and i: 


theſe I hold, that in large and popolous Citie| Þ 
there were ſeveral Congregations | in the fi} F 


the Biſhop's Church; yet it never entred into m 


Head, they were all one ſingle Congregation 0 wh 
that Account, nor have I given the leaſt Inſiny pet 
ation of it. Candor with ſolemn Pretenſions i! Ch 
very ſuitable. T | 


a 


You next fright me > with a 4th Inconſifenc/ 
p. ibid. and my Loſs is, I can ſcarcely make Seng 


In the Entry you repreſent me as holding again 


the Independents, © That all theſe converted bj dec 
© the Miniſtry of the Apoſtles in Feruſalem, and al 
© theſeconverted by Paul's Miniſtry in Epheſus, 8c tha 


e made up fo great a Number of Chriſtians bot ef 
& in Jeruſalem and Epheſus, that there beboved 8 : 


1 ti 


youſſ 


La N 
* 
* 
— - 


F 


you fe your Remark is founded. But do I any where . 
but chi hold, that theſe who were of the 1 of Jeru- 


t i> tha ſalem had no Reſidence in that City, or its Vicinities? 


m peter No, the Contrary is expreſly held by me, which 


2r ordiſ you have overlooked, but taken the Freedom to 


nd may miſrepreſent me, as if 1 had alledged, that all theſe 


or at converted in Juaea and Aſia, had been Members 
is almofJof the Churches of Jeruſalem and Epheſus; and, 


Inde pen Jeſt the Fraud ſhould have appeared to every ordi- 
4. BY ary Reader, you have concealed the Pages of my 
| the a} Book, to which I refer the Reader, p. 189, Sc. 


and ij and 413. But, what is the Amount of all this? 
„ in th Alas! he is inconſiſtent with himſelf; for I hold, 
For inf fay you, p. 425, That the Church in the ſingu- 
s Cities; "or Number, ſo far as I can obſerve, is nowhere 
he fil F in the N. Teſtament made Uſe of, in expreſs 
Zuiſe  $® Terms, to denote any more than the Chriſtians 
gainin * in ſome City, except when the Catholick 
nicate 4 F Church is meant.” Theſe I own are my 


into m Words, and I Rill hold the ſame Opinion; 3 But, 


tion o Where is the Inconſiſtency, when your former 


: Inſiny perverted Senſe is removed? I hold that the 
afions i Church of Epheſus imports only the Chriſtians in 
that City or its Neighbourhood, and yet it muſt 


ae e taken diſtributively for ſeveral Congregations 
erein. I hold, againſt Dr, Hammond, that the 


re Senft x 
| intend Thurch of E pheſus cannot be taken diftributively 


z again Þr all the Churches of Aſi 74. Now the whole 
ted by gecret is out. 

,and all But I am no ſooner free of one Inconſiſtency; 
eſus, 8\han I am charged with another, with equal Ho- 


ins both, 
behoved 

them.” 
which] 


$ inconſiſtent, becauſe I ſay, p. 327. That a Cure 
feſted with a Power to give forth Laws and Regu- 
ations, muſt be impowered to cenſure the Contra- 

= C vVoeeners 


1 


— — 


you 


ſeſty and Fairneſs, p. 11. Here | am repreſented 


45 ſufpoſes a Power of giving forth the Laws of Jeſu 


Again, how does this appear? © One Paſtor, . 
you, is allowed by me, to give forth the Laws 
* of Chriſt doctrinally, "but has not the Power of! 
25 juriſdiction and Government, or the Exerciſe 


of the Sacraments, is ſo conveyed to Paſtors, as tiny be 


not be exerciſed but by a Plurality aſſembled toget hel F 
in Chriſt's Name, And thus, they that have a dog 
matical and juriſdictional Power to judge of fall: * 
Doctrines, and give forth Laws and Regulations ®Þ 


as — the Power of breaching the Word, andÞ 


(318 3 tl 
veeners thereof; But, where lies the Contradiction 0 
O yes, Jon 4 ſuch a Difference between the Exer- : 
ciſe of the Key of Dottrine, and that of Diſcipline, 2 


Chriſt, and yet not of cenſuring the Contraveeners,| | 


” 00 Diſcipline, p. 603,” Now, the whole In 
A is out, and a greater Perverſion of Word 


1s not concotuable than what is here, I hold, 5. Or 


60 3. That a Power of Preaching and Admira, N 


can ſingly, and by themſelves, diſpenſe theſe to a1 1 
Competent Number of Chrifians : 5 yet the Power of ti 
Keys,in the Matter of Diſcipline and Government car 4 


Have the Power of Cenſure, tho' one Paſtor, who. 4 
has a Powerto preach and diſpenſe the Sacraments, th 
has not this but in coilegio : Let the Reader com- Jul 
pare p. 306, 307, 308, 310, 325, Cc. and 262 « 

and judge, whether your Conduct be conſiſtent Fl 
with common Juſtice. 1 made it my Care to di- Pr 

ſtinguiſh between a doctrinal Power as exerciſed P 
in preaching the Word to any competent Number * | 
of Chriſtians, and a dogmatical Power, connected d 


with that of juriſdiction and Cenſure, and exercil ed 
in a Court of Chriſt, in condemning falſe Doctrines 
giving forth Laws and Regulations, and 3 
the Contraveeners; whereas you repreſent me 'Þ 


Ds 


b 


tha} ; 


(19. 

I that of condemning falſe Doctrines in a Court of 
liction?] Chriſt, to be one and the fame Thing. 
he Exer. [ have got through all your Inſtances ſave one, 


;ſcipline,[\Þ. 11+ and with I may get rid of it, for it is very 
of Jeſu formidable. For, /ay 7 4e have maintained, 
weener; | “ againſt the Independents, the Subordination of 
ſtor, ſay, the Synagogues unto ſuperior Courts, and made 
e Laws! much Uſe of the Jewiſh Church, as the fame 
ower of! Thing eſſentially with the Chriſtian ; but againſt 
Ixerciſe| the Epiſcopalians, I affirm the Chriſtian Church 
iole In. was not founded till the Reſurrection of Chriſt.” 


Words But, where are theſe Words to be read in my Book, 
hold, , or the Pages in which the Reader will find them? 
iſtratia This was not expedient that theReader ſhould know, 
as thy eſt the Remark had been caſt as unjuſt : For I hold, 
to wil 5. 1. That properly the Chriſtian Church was founs : 
r of th ded on the Reſurrection of Chriſt, and had not a 
ent ca. J Formal Being diſtinct from the Jewiſh till that Time; 
togethe; Vet the Goſpel-church had its Beginnings in the 

e a dog iniſtry of John the Baptiſt, and was gradually 
of fallt carried on by Chriſt and is Apoſtles, till its for- 

lations mal Ellabliſiment, diſtinc from the Jewiſh Polity. 
or, WI Again, I hold chat the Covenant of Grace under 
aments the Old Teſtament, and that under the New, were 
er com- ſubſtantially the ſame, p. 120, Farther, That there 
id 262 as good Reaſon to "infer a Subordination of Ju- 
nſiſten dicatories under the New;Teſtament,from the Sub- 


to di. brdination of the Synagogues to the Eccleſiaſtical 


2erciſed Þ panhedrim under the Old; and that this Argu- 
Jumber ment was founded, not on the Identity of the 
nnectel Thing, but on a Parity of Reaſon, p. 283, &c. 
-erciſed Now, ſhew me the Inconſiſtency of theſe Propoſi- 


Arines|i ons. But, alas! I find another Thing ſubjoined, 


nſuring t. 12- namely, That the Chriſtian Churches were 
formed . to the eee and yet 1 


nt a | 
rd, and] O 2 Woulck 


thu 


14 


a very trivial Point, which can neither affect the Þ 
| Cauſe the one Way nor the other. I deſired you 8 k 


© upon the famous Phraſe, ini 73 av], Acts 4.25, ® 
© 26.” The Queſtion was, Where is it to be 8 
learned, that Herod and Pontius Pilate, the Kings 8 
of the Earth, with the Rulers, aſſembled "together in Wn 
ove Place againſt the Lord and his Chriſt ? 2 The Co- Her 
pulative, and, has been miſplaced, in putting it be- | A 

fore FP 


20 ) 4 
ce yould not fuffer the Church in Jeruſalem to bell ori 
& like a Synagogue. ** Yes, I will allow it to be you 
{o, as to the Order of its ſtanding Officers, andi Juſt 
ſome Uſages; but not as if it was a ſingle Con . Qu 
gregation : This is all, ſo far as I know, that ever DT 
was meant by the Chriſtian Church's taking its Mo- 


del from the Synagogue, and not from the Temple, | 


and ſo all the Teſtimonies adduced by me, do con- 1 
firm. ue 
Thus, Sir, I have got through) your Inflances on Peo 


the Head of Inconſiſtency, and leave the Reader lers 
to judge, how conſiſtent your Conduct is with the we! 


Solemnity of your Pretenſions in the Concluſion, wit 
I come next to your critical Examinations, p. 12, of 
13. And, 1. You ſpend a great deal of Time on N 


might aſſign any Place of the New Teſtament, that & 
calls any ſingle Church the Church at Epheſus, 22 for 
p. 90. To this you anſwer, That it is fo called, K 51 


Act, 8, 1. and 13. 1, &c. but the Queſtion is not c © 
yet anſwered :- 1 deſired, in your own Dialect, ane. : 
expreſs Scripture-Anſwer, without either adding“ 
or paring; whereas in [theſe Texts you have left hor 

ſomething out, which is in the Predications anſwe- An. 


rable to what went before in the Antecedent. 
Your next Criticiſm is in p. 14. Where you tel © 
me, “ I would puzle you with an hard Queſtion Y 


— | 21 Se, 
2 to be fore the Kings of the Earth, Now, I ſhall endea- 
it to be Four to fix it, that my Meaning and Queſtion was 
8, and[fuſt: And, 1. In the 25. and 26. Verſes, is a 
le Con. Quotation from the ſecond Pſalm, and the par- 


"at ever ficular and remarkable Application of it to Chriſt 
its Mo- & the Thing in Queſtion, -I he Apoſtles give us 
"emple; the cleareſt Expoſition of the Words, as the Ground 
do con- of the Application of them to Chriſt : Whom are 
pe s then to underſtand by the Heathen and the 
nces on People, and by the Kings of the Earth, and the Ru- 
Reader lers? In the Judgment of all the Apoſtles, they 
Vith the were Herod and Pontius Pilate that were aflembled = 
cluſion. with the Gentiles and People of Iſrael, v. 27, For 
a Truth againſt thy holy Child Jeſus both He- 
dd and Pontius Pilate, with the Gentiles and the 


ime on Fe 


People of Iſrael, were gathered together, Theſe Words 
red you 0 


adding®* that ſtood up diſt inct from the Rulers,” But, are 


ave left hot all Kings Rulers, tho” all Rulers are not Kings? 
 anſwe- And if ſo, they cannot be excluded here; nay, 
t. We Apoſtles expreſly include them, Have they 


you tell Wy where here, made a Diſtin&ion between the 


ueſtion B 


5 4+25, 8 
- to be ly the People of Jrael who are charged. Our 
e Kings| vrd was put to Death by the Authority of the 
ther in man Empire, and executed by the Roman Sol- 


he Co- ers, the Gentiles ; and yet the Charge of his 


it be- Neath is on the Jews, upon the whole Nation, be- 
fore Fuſe done by their Inſtigation and Connivance, 


ake it plain whom we are to underſtand by the 
nt, that &Gngs and Rulers ; and fo they have left no Room 
as, Cc for your Explication of them, viz, © That by the 
called, ® Rulers we are to underſtand the Rulers of the 
is not ® Jews, who were gathered together in one Place; 
ect, an? and that Herod and Pontius Pilate were the Kings 


Rulers and the Kings, or inſinuate that we are 
ly to underſtand the Jewiſh Rulers ? No, it is 


; Ade 5 


(32 
4 2.23 · Thus, there was no Need to go to! 
| Luke 23. in order to find out the Application of] 
theſe Words, contrary to the Mind of the whole 0 
Apoſtles, who have done it with more than ordi. 
nary Speciality. _ : 
But, leſt you ſhould charge me with pervertine | 
the Text, I ſhall ſhew you, that J am not alonef fer 
in what 1 fad. Dr. Owen in his ſecond Volume on 
Heb. exercit. p. 47. has theſe Words on Pſalm 2. 2 
&« In their * [the Apoſtles] Herod and + 
ce pontius Pilate with their Adherents, as exerciſin|$ 
<« ſupreme Rule and Power in and over the People} but 
« with reſpect unto them on whom they depeny 3s 1 
& ded, and whoſe Authority they exerciſed, name] La. 
„ iy the Romans, the great Rulers of the Wor : 
ec were the Kings and Rulers intended in thiff 
ce Pſalm. * He adds, Pilate ated legal Powel 
é the Power of the ſupreme Magiſtrate amon 1 
ee them; and ſuch are every where called Kings} Þ 
ec Seripture : Beſides, he acted the Power of thi i 
“e great Rulers of the World, who made Uſe mi 
_ & Rings as the Inſtruments of their Rule; ſo thi te 
ce in and by him, the Power of the Gentile Worli Phi 
cc was ated againſt Chriſt. Now, I put th Jud 
| Queſtion again, namely, Whether Herod and Pay | 
tius Pilate, the Kings of the Earth, and the Ruf i 
lers were gatherd together into one Place again 1 
the Lord and his Chriſt? By your own Confeſſiof? 
they did not; nor did the People of Iſrael int lit 
Pilate's Judgment-hall, Toby 18.28. They did in 
deed all aſſemble # 71 v, ννον, in this holy City 1 
as ſome render it, by the Addition of the Greis 
And ſo, according to this different Reading 
£ which you put me in Mind of, I infer, that thok | 
Who made Uſe of it did not believe that 470 0/Þ 


* 


= 
rr er = r a 


CV 
tion oi was to be taken in a reſtricted Senſe, confining 


whole] them to one Place or Houſe, but leaves it at large 
n ordi-· co their aſſembling in that City in different Places 
and diſtin Aſſemblies; which plainly anſwers my 
vertingfPurpoſe. Thus, I am bound to you for your diffe- 
t alonef rent Reading, tho? I had ſeen it before, You fur- 
ume onfther tell me, That the Adverb TM, P/al. 2. 2. ſig- 
m 2. 2 Þifies in one: But then, its being made Uſe of to 
94 andUenote one Place or Houſe in which Perſons aſſem- 
erci{inf@led, is not to be gathered from the Word itſelf, 
People} but from the Circumſtances of the Text, where it 
depen is uſed : Thus Arius Montanus renders it by the 
„ name] Catine Adverb pariter, which hath different Signi- 
Word cations; and, as for the Greek Phraſe anſwering 
in thiſ zo it, you own it fignifies no more but in the ſame; 
Power} Ind fo you have not yet diſcovered what Ground 
among Mere is for taking it always to denote one local 
Kings i Place or Houſe, If the Phraſe itſelf does not ſig- 
r of thy Wfy ſo much, the Text and Context muſt deter- 
Uſe d Mine us where it is uſed : The preſent Text de- 
| ſo thy Termines the contrary, and Paſor gives the Greek 
e Worli Phraſe various Significations, who is no mean 
put thi judge in that Language, See P/al, 133. 1. The 
and Po Feptuagint render WT, int 70 d, Concord in Af. 


* 


the Ree. EEE 5 VVV 
> again But, 2. It muſt be further noted, that the Greek 
onfeſſiaſ Word, 2 -, is a relative Pronoun, and is the ſame 
acl intiſ pith iyſe, or he in our Language; and when the 
y did inf Article 6, i, 7% is put before it, then it is rendered 
holy Ci hy idem, the ſame, Luke 6. 33, 73 4⁰ motvaw : 
he Greif Here i, Negotium, is to be underſtood, The 
Readin f the ſame Thing, The ſame Phraſe is rendered, The 
hat tholhme Mind towards one another, Rom, 12. 16. and 
ent 7) Ws. 5. Again, ini 79 dv7?, ſometimes ſignifies, In 
Wiſe ſame Place, and [then the Supplement may be 
8 385. IO | | ____ Xwogiy 
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is uſed to ſignify the ſame Work or Buſineſs, and 


— oo Eee as, 
; , .... 


- — — — 


gether in one Place or Houſe; as, Rom. 15. 6. Ai 


—— 
* . 
* w 


to thegreateſt, v. 10, But this cannot poſſibly di 


together, if it ſhall be taken to denote the fan 
Place, yet it may juſtly be underſtood of Jerz/| 
| falem ; for they were not altogether in the ſan 


Xu, locus, Acts 1. 15. Sometimes it is uſed t 
ſignify the ſame Purpoſe, or with the ſame Deſynig, 
and then its Supplement may be &#a:uue, conſiliun i 
as it is, Acts 3. 1,and 4. 26, At other Times 

then we may ſupply Tezywa, negotium, 1 Cor. 10% g 

23. Beſides, it is ſometimes uſed for an Adveth ih, 

and then it ſignifies, together, ſimul, una, denotin c 


the Conjunction or Concurring of the Perſons ſpoke 
of, in the ſame Action, as Luke 17. 35. Non, 


zlaoh ed, ſometimes may bear the ſame Senſe , 
but its natural Signification is, to expreſs the Ugh 
nanimity of Perſons in the ſame Work or Buſineſ y 
without denoting their perſonally afſembling tm 


2. 46. and 8. 6, The Samaritans are ſaid with che 
Accord to give Heed to Philip, even from the le 


note they did this in one Place or Houſe : Nate 
the ſame is the Senſe of the Word, Act, 12. 2 hr 
For theſe of Tyre and Sidon cannot be imaginthaf, 


to come all perſonally to Herod at one and the ſanruſa, 
Time and Place; yet all the People in theſe, migr x 
concur in the ſame Work or Buſineſs, or be of tr; 
ſame Mind therein, The ſame I take to be thi 


Senſe of the Word, Acts 19. 29. Again,6 79 ai 8 
Add, 2. 44. where it is ſaid, All that believed wel 


Pre 
| 


t 
V 
E 
e 
Spot or Houle in that City, ſeeing we find then dpi 
v. 46. breaking Bread from Houſe to Houſe: Or it mas! 
alſo reſpect the ſame Work or Buſineſs, which theWhic 
are ſaid to be imployed in, v. 42. Thus, in v 


theſe Significations, there is nothing can determinſt ; 


us 


"TY 


5 When we come to a parti 
gem; but the Circumſtances of the Text where 


Times i 


- 


Buſineſ Nam reſpetts one Place, ſecing the Heathen and 
ling Wople of Iſrael, and the Kings of the Earth and 
5. 6. Ahlers, were not. met in one Place, tho? they fre- 
with 0@gently agree in one Mind and one Deſign, name- 

z the lu, to oppoſe Chriſt, and overturn his Kingdom 
fibly d this World: For, granting the Prophecy is by 


e: Niithle Apoſtles juſtly applied to the Oppoſition which 
5 12. 2Qhriſt met with firſt, and then his immediate Am- 
imaginchaſſadors after his Reſurrection, in the City of Je- 
the ſanruſalem, yet it is not to be confined to that Time 
ſe, mix Place, but underſtood of the Oppoſition to 
be of i'Mfrit's Kingdom in every Age, and every where 
to be ii the Earth, Beſides, thoſe who were gathered 


G76 ai alifchat Time, which gave Occaſion to this remark- 
eved wig 
the ſany 
of TJeru/l 
the ſam 


us, in ¶ Vour next Criticiſm'is, p. 16. Here you are rai. 


deter into a Surprize, becauſe I ſay, that “ They all, 
2 8 


cular Application of 


e and particular Application of the Prophecy, 
re only Jews, and theſe but a very few, being 
lers or Members of their Council; yet, even in 
Ws the Prophecy was verified, as it is in all the 
nd thenppoſition which Chriſt's Kingdom meets with at 
Or it mas Day: Mean while, the Page. of my Book, on 
hich theſuch this Remark is founded, is concealed, p. 216. 
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IS ; 
* Acts 5. 12. cannot be ti with 110 ; 
* whole Church, or, as many as heard theſe Thing, 
e but with the Apoſtles, who are the immediate 
- Antecedent. - You further tell me, That yo 
*.can ſee nothing unnatural m the ConfiruQtion | 
ee and wonder at my Obſervation. ” But, tha 
your Wonder may not continue, my Obſervatiol, | 
plainly was, p. 225. That, they all, having tiq 
Apoſtles for its immediate Antecedent in the fam 
Verſe, it was unnatural to conſtrue it with 
whole Church in a former Sentence, and accordin of. 
to the Judgment of our Tranſlators in a forme Sor 
Paragraph; and ſo the Texts which you cite, wi Ne 
Acts 6. 5. and 8. I. I Theſſe 1. 1, 2. 2 Theſſ. 1. Pre 
2, 3. are by no Means Parallels; for FA collecti dj 
Nouns there, are immediately joined with theſ 
Relatives, and there are none elſe in the Conten' 3 
Beſides, both Relatives and Antecedents are in th 
ſame Gender, which when it can be had, the cor F 
trary is not readily to be embraced. — 
Il find a Conſtruction ſomewhat like unto your: Fe o 
pled for by the Socinians, when they muſt need © the 
have the relative Pronoun they, Acts 15. 11. tob ! rel 
conſtructed with the Gentiles, v. 7. But the accu YE 
rate Witſius juſtly obſerves, that they ought to buf 
conſtrued with the Fathers its immediate Antece l 
dent; and this, ſays he, the Strength of the A : 
gument, the Series of the Speech, and the gram 
matical Conſtruction do require, they being in they 
Maſculine Gender, and the Gentiles in the Neuter,} 
OEconom. Fd. L. 3. c. 2. p. mihi 208. Vet hen fie 
both Nouns are in the ſame Paragraph with thel 
Relative, which is not in your Cale. 
Il Imuſt further obſerve, that you ſeem to led 
light of the Context, and ſay, oy ne 3 
e ſail 


Nen 3 bo EE 

+ Things © ſaid in the Context, the Text only ſays, The 
mediats “ People magnified them; Which, according to 
hat yo Fou, were theſe who were with one Accord in 
truction] Bolomon's Porch, viz, the Apoſtles and the Church. 
'n readily grant you more than perhaps is deſir'd, 


ut, tha 
oath pamely, that both the Apoſtles, Church and Jews 
ving tf 


he ſam 


ccordin 
2 forme 


# 


If juſt Fear, is evident. And tho? you fay, 


re in tl 
the con 


ht to H a different Nature from the former. The 


Aa 1 e might be obſerved from Prov. 24. 21. 1 Chron, 


the Ar . 20. Thus my Criticiſm holds good for ought 

gram you have advanced; and as for what 1 have 

g in the id further on this Head, it is wholly overlookt 

Neute. you; and the Page on which your Remark is 

ſet hen Punded is concealed here, as well as in the for- 

with the Her, 91%, p. 225, 226. For the Fear ſpoken of, as 
Jo the Apoſtles; ſee p. 30. of my Book. 


to let! You next fall hard on me, p. 17, 18. for my 
ever be Ving, p. 241. That it was a begging of the 


= ſaid neſtion to alledge that there was a Feaſt at Je- 


ere in Solomon's Porch; but that neither the 
hurch, nor the unbelieving Jews, durſt join them= 
vith s Jelves in Nearneſs to the Apoſtles, on the Account 
of what was fallen out. How long this Fear 
continued, ſoas to keep them from joining in 
Nearneſs to them, is not determined; but that it 
produced good Effects, anſwerable to the Nature 


We are not ſo much acquainted with the Na- 
ture of the Fear of the Twelve, as the Fear of 
God, ſhewing himſelf awful in the Church,” 
Fet there is no Inconſiſtency in their having a 
ſear of both. Thus, 1 Sam. 12, 18. All the 
> your; People greatly feared the Lord, and Samuel. Here 
it neel the ſame Verb, jare, to fear, expreſſeth both that 
1. tob religious Fear due unto God only, and that of Re- 
he acc Nerence due to Samuel, as a Prophet, which is 


1 ruſalem 


count of publick Feaſts; and the Apoſtle vj 


s F 
vuſalemwhen?aulwentup, Acts 21. Here you mai "FR / 
the Page when you thought your Adveriary was i The A 
| your Mercy; and tell me, you have ſome Hopes th 
fatisfy me that you did not beg it. But how is thi 
done? Say you, Acts 20. 16. Paul haſte d, if it was pi 
ble, to be at Jeruſalem againſt the Day of Pentecoſf it 
What is the Conſequence? Therefore he was ach that ! 
ally at Jeruſalem at the Day of Pentecoſt, The Conf Al 
ſequence is refuſed ; how is it proved? The Jer} BO 
jay you, which were of Aſia ſtirred up all tiſ and 
People, and laid Hands on him, Add, 21. 27. No 
the Conſequence is again refuſed, therefore theſ t 
Jews were at Jeruſalem on the Account of Penteci 
The Jews in Aſia had other Occaſions of being 
there beſides the Day of Pentecoſt, or on the AU 


ſometimes late, and hindred from the Accomplilf p. 
ment of his Purpoſes. Beſides, 1. Paul came 
Jeruſalem, and the Day following went in un 
James, Acts 21. 18. The next Day thereafter | be C 
N himſelf with the four Men which had Nef = 
Vo; and this was the ſame on which he was ay: Thur, 
prehended, being the ſecond free Day after ¶onſe 
came unto Jeruſalem. Thus, by comparing 8 
22. 30. & 23. 129 31. with Ad, 24. 19g 11. 4 
Day on which Paul was arraigned before Feſtu nd 
Ceſaria, was the twelith Day current; ſo that i am 


had not two free Days at Jeruſalem. Thus, by A 1 4. f 
the Circumſtances I can perceive in this Hiſtory, Thur 
cannot ſee the leaſt ſolid Ground to determine Chur. 
that the Feaſt of Pentecoſt was during the Tini gr 
Paul was at Jeruſalem. There is not the leaf@ito ? 
Hint of it, when the inſpired Hiftorian js narratinWer, t 


the Ground 10 Reaſon where fore it e under 
kd 


5 
S 
f 
N 


; 0 29 ) 
Ute Apoſtle ſhould purify himſelf. He only faith, 
1 he Multitude, or Mob, muſt needs come together, 
est without inſinuating they were there on the Ac- 
; thi count of Pentecoſt. 2. It doth not appear, that it 
15 Us was the believing Jews that were Paul's Perſecu- 
ecolf tors, tho? it was chiefly to remove their Offence, 
_ {that made him purify himſelf, as is plam from 
Conf Act, 21, 19, 20. and what I have ald, p. 34. of my 
n Book. Thus, theſe of Aſia that were in Jeruſalem, 
5 th and ſtirred up the People, were probably ſuch as 
ad dogged after Paul in his Journey, thinking 
wel hey might have Opportunity againſt him more 
eco gonveniently chere. Thus the Reader muſt judge 
being For himſelf, 
e M Again, p. 18. you cite po 188 of my Bock, as 
2 u en Evidence of my Partiality in quoting Afts 
pliff p. 31. as an Argument of the Multiplication of 
me Thriſtians in Jeruſalem, But how does this ap- 
uns pear? O yes, very clearly; for it is there ſaid, 
ter ¶ We Churches throughout all Judea and Samaria, bad 
had Keſt and were multiplied, But, Sir, was not the 
as al {Church of Jeruſalem one of theſe in Judea, and 
onſequently had her large Share in theſe Multi- 


as1 


Shan athers therein ? This is all that was intended, 
Ind, I humbly conceive, made good, But alas! 
am found Fault with again for citing Add, 12. 
.. for an Argument of the Multiplication of the 
Church of Jeruſalem, becauſe there were other 
Fharches to be increaſed beſides this. This is 
u granted; but, had not Jeru/alem her Share here 
e ledf@ifo ? But, Sir, on this very Quarrel of yours, I in- 
rratinfWer, that the Church in the ſingular Number contains 

rar under it many ſingle Churches; for it is ſaid, 
as 12. 1. Herod ftretched ER his Hands to vex 
Cer = 


Ting 


; 
7 
5 


|| arte, by how much this City was larger 


Ad, 21. 20. as if I would have my Reader ima- ] eler 


— —— 


certain of the Church. This I hope was not only | to 230 
the Church of Jeruſalem, nor the Church as in-] dipt i 
viſible, Quo minime credas gurgite piſcis erit, | wile 

Again, I am quarrelled about the Myriads, | Ates 


gine, That theſe Myriads ſpoken of, are thel 
© ſame Thing with the Multitude that would be“! 
cc informed of Paul's coming to the City; and} 
& fo there were no more believing Jews thanl 7,7 
* what could hear of his Coming, and come to-]! 
ce gether on that.” This is your Meaning, ſo far] Ele 
as I can take it; and the Reader may conſult . e 
p. 240, 241. and ſee how it is founded. Migb % ro 
not all theſe, and even the unbelieving Jews, come n! 
together in the Temple, tho' they could not heal 
Paul's Voice ſpeaking, or aſſemble as one regula @ _ 
| Congregation ? Such a Way of doing is mean] d 
and unbecoming a Man to miſrepreſent and trifte| g, 
I ſhall only add here, That the Myriads ſpoke . 
of were all Members of the Church of Jeraſalenſ p. 
ſeems ſtill more probable to me; 1. Becauſe the 4 
were not ſuch as could bear any Witneſs again! 
Paul, but by Hearſay, They are informed of t hei ys: 
Acts 21, 21. Now the Jews which were of Af 
or among the Gentiles, had ſeen and heard Pau I 
and could teſtify concerning him of their ow! x 
| Knowledge, and would not be blinded by his preſ . 
ſent Conformity and Shew of Regard to the Laniy 
2. It is plain, theſe only of Jeruſalem could ref 
ceive Satisfaction by Paul's Conformity to thi 
Law at that Time, and not others. 
Your next Obſerve is, p. 19, 20. And hertz 
again you have not amind the Reader ſhall have 
ealy Acceſs to the Pages of my Book whereon itg... .- 
is founded. Therefore he may read from . 239 
: | NE a 


ly | 
in- 


ds, | 


na- 


the 


be 


and] 
han 


to- 
far 


ſultſ 


1ght 


ome} © 
heal 


Jula & 
1ear, 
rifle 


"33.3 


to 238. and judge whether you have ſo much as 


dipt into the Argument. As to your one Church 
and one Altar, or one Prieſt and one Altar, I have 
already ſpoken to it, All I ſhall now add, is to 
refer the Reader to p. 463. and Appendix p. 21. 
about the Sentiment of the honourable Lord King; 
2s alſo to p. 520, 5349 579, & 580. and then judge 
how much Antiquity favours Independency; or 
you have ſo much as touched on theſe Points, 
Which you was bound to have done, when you 
refer to that Authority. You charge the Presby- 
terians with poſitive Aſſertions; but juſtly might 
I recriminate in every Page almoſt,when all 1 meet 
with is nothing elſe but ſuch. 


Vou next put me to ir, p. 20. to give my Rea- 
n wherefore I ſaid, p. 418. That Paul planted 

a Church at Epheſus, before he met with the 
2 twelve Diſciples.” But my Reaſon follows; 


oke 


or 1 ſaid, It was not bis uſual Practice in other Cities, 
to leave them whom they had proſely ted, without 


alen 
the) 
raink 
"thee f 
- A Fr 
Pau] 


Paſtors. Nor is my ſo ſaying contrary to Als 14. 
and Tit, 1. 5. as you alledge. For, 1. Theſe Scrip- 
tures thoꝰ they boreall you intended, are ſo far from 
deing Proofs that it was not Paul's ordinary 
oy that they declare the contrary 3 name-_ 
„that wherein it was not his moe Pratttce, 
ouf i lets us know the Exceptions, 2. Theſe Scrip= 

; pre Bres will never be a Proof that thay were no 
av ders ordained in Crete by Paul and Titus 
1d ref nnen together in that Place, or in every Church, 
2 they before Paul and Barnabas returned through them 
the ſecond Time. As for Crete, in which Virgil 

| hel Lys there were an hundred Cities, 'tis manifeſt 
LAY tus was left there to ſet in Order Things that 


1 ere wanting or undone, which intimates he was 
— to 


Þ. 
it 
1 


5 


to compleat a Wark N 8 Beſides? if for 7 
Titus was left at Crete to ordain Elders, and there] | any) 
were none there before, then he was to ordain] 294 
them ſingly by himſelf; but you will firſt give] Scr 
an Inſtance in the New Teſtament, that a ſingle 1 nag 
Perſon did ordain, and then reconcile ſuch a Pra- 
Etice with Mat. 18, 20. 3. As to Iconium, Lyſtra ? 
and Antioch, unto which Paul and Barnabas retur- * 
ned, Ats 14. it is plain they were under ſevere | 
Perſecution, on their firſt going through theſe | | 
and ſo, if they did not ordain Elders, it doth ntl | 
appear to be through Choice, but through Ne 
ceſlity; whereas, on his firſt Coming to Ephe u 
we find they were moſt earneſt ſor his longer Con. N 
tinuance with them, Act, 18. 19. This is all . 


Church of Epheſus, and a very pitiful Point it if Z 
you have quarrelled, and what little or nothing 
affects my Argument, p. 412. to p. 423 [. 
VPVuou next fall hard on me, p. 20, 21. about th ,, 

Word Brethren, and ſay, I pervert Mat. 23. 0 . 
4%- when l take the Name there to denote Brethreſ; 25 . 
* in Office. But, if it would not put you i 5 
Paſſion, I would tel} you, that both Pareus anf 4 1 
Piſcator take it in the ſame Senſe, and give ſolii . 
| Reaſons for their ſo doing. But, have you marked © 6 
_ down the Pages of my Book on which this Oty« 
ſerve is founded? No, this would have given tha 
Reader eaſy Acceſs to ſee your Trifling. I have FR 
proved by clear Scripture-arguments, that Brote Hot i 
and Brethren are frequently made Uſe of as Name f. 


he 


denoting Perſons in Office, p. 295. And, as I neþ 7 
ver intended to prove that this Name was no u U 
where made Uſe of in the New Teſtament, but e, 
to denete Perſons in Office; ſo there was no Neel 

GS 


br 
9 N 


ners 


FSW 5 
„for my ſo doing, Had you but attempted to give 
5 if any ſuitable Reaſon againſt what I have ſaid, p. 


lere 


1 


We quarrel me on this Head. Nor will it be of any 
as Conſequence what you add, p. 22. viz, That the 
Pra- Saints or private Believers, as diſtinguiſhed from the 
Mere ö Elders, are called Brethren. What then? Are the 


tur- Grounds on which private Chriſtians are diſtingui- 
e hed from the Elders the fame, on account of 
ele which the Elders are diſtinguiſhed from the 


Vert 


1 not 
Ne. 
kk 
ou Name includes more in ir, when it diſtinguiſheth 
t tag 


it 8. „ey can never be diſtinguiſhed by a Word com- 


Church? That both agree in this Name, on ac- 


ching $ 


t thi 
Ns ate Ambaſſadors of Chriſt, The Name Deacon 
ou 


7 . | 
rorhs It, 1. Have you pointed forth what theſe were 


James} 0 7 

og: the ſeveral Texts mentioned by me? No. 
A 5 The Brethren, in the 15th of the Acts, have 
5 eh Work aſcribed to them, and are joined with 


» but Mers in juriſdictional Acts, which in very clear 


Need | 


Terms 


— 


Te 294, 473, 386. about the Uſe of this Name in 
aun Scripture, you might have had more Ground to 


count of their common Faith and Profeſſion, 
gone will refuſe; But ſtill it is alledged, that this 


2 Elders from the Church, But, ſay you, Pp. 


hon to them both, But, if this proves any Thing, it 
roves too much. The Name of Apoſtle is a Word 
at ſignifies a common Meſſenger ; and conſequent- 
y muſt not be applied peculiarly to the immedi- 


ol the Texts noted down by me, I would have 
5 bound other Deſignations added to diſtinguiſh | 
Officers from other Brethren out of Office.? 


| Phil. 3 


obliged to you. 
But, before I leave this Head, 1 . a ſtrong | 


— ͥ e Re enpy—— 


. 
34) 1 
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Terms diſcover they were Brethren in Office; 
and on this Foundation I have called them "A 


Thus your mentioning 2 Cor, 10. 13. Ey. 6. 21. : 
Texts cited by me for a Diſcovery of 


what you have faid above, ſtrongly pleads for me, 


and ſays, That theſe Perſons were called Bre- 1 


thren, on ſuch Grounds as were not common be- 
tween them and private Chriſtians. 


Imagination that the Name Brethren is taken in 
the Senſe J have been pleading for, Acts 15. 7. 


Men, Brethren, ye know how that a good While an 1 
God made Choice among us, that the Gentiles by m] 


Mouth ſhould hear the Word of the Goſpel, Sir, 


was the Choice made among us private Perſons? 


Peter was himſelf a Perſon in Office, and this 
Choice was made out of the Multitude to which 
he addreſſed himſelf : 


In the ſame Senſe the Words Men, 


Brethren m a peculiar Manner. 
conceive to be the Meaning of the Word, Act, 
21. 17. The Brethren received us gladly. 


ſtumbled at Paul; and, in order to appeaſe them, 
he was adviſed to purify himſelf; it is not eaſy 
to believe that it was tnele that received him 

gladly: 


And ſo JL am 


But it the Choice was 
made out of this Multitude, then theſe, out off ' 
which the Choice was made, muſt be ſuppoſed to! 
be in Office, or in ſome Meaſure qualified with} t: 

him for that Office of preaching to the Gentiles. 

Brethren} : 

muſt be taken, v. 13. as denoting ſuch as were 

Beſides, this . 


Here there} 1 
is nodiſtinguiſhing Character annexed, except what] k 
15 to be gathered from the Context, which you are | t 
pleaſed ſometimes to let light of, as p. 17, But]! 
when we confider that the private "Chriſtians were | 


„ n — t. 
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þ 
le 7 


here 


|! him the Advice, v 


35 ) FR 
E Thus I take them to be the ſame with 
the Elders that were pieſent with James in giving 
v, 18, 
You next tell me, p. 23. That you are aſtoni- 


' ſhed at an Aſſertion of mine, concerning Judas and 


las, p. 313. Here you marked the Page, when 
you expected ſome Advantage. Out of the Midſt 
of my Argument you have drawn a Sentence, 
which I frankly acknowledge was not accurately 

expreſſed by me 3 errare piſſum, and upon a Re- 

view of it, 1 find it ought to have run thus, Ter 

Judas and Silas were no more Members of the Church 
of Jeruſalem, tha Prophets at Antioch, the? ſome- 
time Members there, The plain Force of the Ar- 
gument is, T hat in Jeru/alem was the firſt Chri- 


ſtian Church, and from thence extraordinary Offi- 
cers came, or were ſent by the Apoſtles, to aſſiſt 


in planting and watering the other Churches in 
the World, As an Evidence of this, I cited 
Als 13. 1, 2, 3. Not that Judas and Silas are men- 


tioned there, but that in the Church at Antioch 


there were Prophets, extraordinary Officers not 
|| fixed to any particular Church, and from among 
whom Barnabas and Saul were, by Command of 


the Holy Ghoſt, ſent forth to publiſh the Goſpel 


in other Nations, And I cited Act, 15. 32, 35. 
to ſhew, that Judas and Silas were Prophets, and 


What ſo extraordinary Officers, as well as Paul and Bar- 


1 are 

But | 
were 
gem, 
ealy 

him 
bad 


pabas, Now Judas and Silas are expreſly called 
Prophets, Acts 15. 32, and conſequently were of 
an extraordinary Character, Eph. 4. 11, Thus 
they had not any fixed Relation to Jeruſalem more 
than to Anticch, or any other Church unto Which 
N bey might be ſent, or have a Call for a Time, 

and you ſeem . to have prone the 
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Force of the Argument, when you add, „“ That 
4 infer from Judas and Silas their being Pro- 


To which you anſwer, That“ by the ſame Rule, 
„ 4, and Philip's . four Daughters, v. 9. were 
Prophets, is expreſly declared, Acts 15, 32. and 


Character, as 1 have made evident, P. 355 On? 


And when you ſhall make it appear, that the: 


© rare Criticiſm on Acts 16. 4. and an Inferenc: 


36 ) 


« phets,that they were certainly Church-officers,” 
c ought to believe that the Diſciples, AG&s 21. 
“ Church-officers.”” But, Sir, that they were 


conſequently Church-officers of an extraordinary 


Diſciples and Virgins were called by that Name, 


yon t 
fayiny 
of Jer 
meet 
4 loc 
4 Su. 
allo a 
you t- 
Ex 
give 


dt an- 
| ledge 


I ſhall freely own them to be extraordinary Of-| the El 


ficers, withoat any Hurt to our Cauſe, 
You next tell me, p. 235 24. © That I have: 


lation 
Where 


in it t 


c“ upon it, which might well have been ſpared, i 


I had look'd back to the ſecond Verſe, and 
* that would have ſaved me looking as far dow! 
Ks as the Revelation for the Support of that Fan- 
The ſecond Verſe of the 16th Chapter is nowiſ 
to the Purpoſe. Nay, in what Page of my Bool 
is this Fancy laid down? This was not conſiſtent 
with the Nature of your Obſerves, to tell us, || 
you mean Acts 15. 2. then the Words are, Pau] Þ 
and Barnabas, and certain others, went up to thi| 
ApoStles and Elders about this Oueftion, Now, does} T1 
this prove that theſe were the Apoſtles and El-“ 
ders of the Church of Jeruſalem ? That it was the! 
Apoſtles and Elders at that Time at Jeruſalem, 18} 
plain; but that theſe all had a fixed Relation to} * 
that Church, either Apoſtles or Elders, is not ſaid. * 
This much told you, p. 312, 313. and deſired 
70 


But what ſecond Verſe do you mean 


they \ 
any ſt 
So we 
and tl 
and t! 
Candle 
Acts 
theſe 


That 
Pro- 
ers.“ 
le, 
5 21, 
Were 
were 

and 
inar) 
„Ce 
theſe 
ame, 


05 


Ve ! 
end 


5 
ſay ing, The Apoſtles and Elders of the Congregation 
meet to give any Anſwer to. You ſay, © I have 
4 Support of my Fancy ;”* You might have ſaid 
you tell me, © It would be endleſs to trace my 
at and of; and I imagine the Scriptures I have al- 
ledged will bear me out in it: 
the Elders: of the Church, imports the peculiar Re- 
lation that is between that Church and them; 


Whereas the Elders at Jeruſalem, carries. no more 
in it than the bare Indication of the Place where 


d, i 

and 
low! 
Fan- 
ean! 
Wile 
Bock 
ſtent 
„ 
Paul 
0 thi 
does 
1 El. 
3 the 
u, 13 
n to 


aid. “ Diſciples of Chriſt throughout the World, are 


ſir ed 
V 


and the Church or Candleſtick is called his, thy 


theſe Elders and the Church of Epheſus ; where- 


more could have been concluded than the bare In- 


| 8 Fs 


and in my Book, p. F1. here you hold, © The 


no otherwiſe called a Church, than in ſo- 
0 as in the judgment of Charity they may 


4 reckc 


4 
5 
* 


you might ſhew me where there is a Scripture; 
of Jeruſalem, p. 319. which you have not ſeen 
er looked as far down as the Revelation for the 
alſo as far up as Act, 20. 17. In a Word, tho? 


Extravagancies on the 15th of Atts; yet I ſhall 
give you a Reaſon for my diſtinguiſhing between 


I conceive, that 


they were at the Time, without the leaſt Hint of 
any ftated Relation they bore unto that Church, 
So we find the Relation between the ſeven Angels 
and the ſeven Churches reſpectively expreſt by f, 


Candleſtick, Rev. 2. Thus the Elders of the Church, 
Acts 20. 17, expreſſeth the Relation between 


&, had it been ſaid, the Elders at the Church, no 


fication of the Place where they were at the 
Time. Thus I have given you the Reaſons of my 


| You come next to the Texts which I have addu- 
ted for proving a Catholick Church viſible, p. 24. 


i . 
1. 
4 
! 

—_ 
it} 
{4 
4 
is 
{2 
F 

4 
| 
7 
f 
1 
i 
1 
4 
1 
jo 
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5 38 rations 

© reckoned to be of the general Aſſembly of theFirjaf the 
cc born. ** Before I come to vindicate the MeqHſible, 
Ing of the ſeveral Texts mentioned by me, 1 (hrifti 
lay down theſe Particulars, 1. There is a twoſoWorſh 

Vocation or Calling ſpoken of in Scripture ; gl, w. 

one is merely external by the Word, Mat. 20, d is 
the other internal and inviſible by the Divilet by 

Spirit, Rom. 8. 30. 2. Agreeable to this, therefuſ by t 

a twofold Faith; the one common, which is et fro, 

be found even in the Reprobate, Acts 8. 13. A, th 
13. 20. the other ſaving, and only in the Elejwho p 
Tit. 1,1, Gal. 5. 6. 3. There is alſo a twokErine : 
Sanctity or Holineſs ; the one external and feqbglong 
ral, Ezra 9. 2, Rem, 11.16, 1 Cor. J. 14. id rue 
other internal and abſolute, which is only to Ing to 
found in the Regenerate, P/al. 93. 5. 4. Anſuſ Hfectu 
rable to theſe, there is a twofold Communion | 9 and 
lowed to ſuch as are within the Bond of the ( riſt. 
venant ; the one merely in its external Privileg in to b 
and the other in theſe which are ſaving alſo ings o 
the firſt, Infants born of Chriſtian Parents hayWho h 


they do not abide in him, nor bring forth Fruittihe D. 
John 15. 2, 6. But the other have a faving Right@unte 
from God, and Communion with the ſpirituil% his 
Bleſſings of the Covenant, Heb, 8. 10. To this viſi 
Diſtinction belongs that of Circumciſion outwardly, Hav 
d in the Fleſh, and that inwardly in the Hear Vindic 
Spirit, Rom. 2. 28, 29. which by way of Anz iport 
belongs to the Chriſtian Church, and is appli- W 1 ( 

_ unto Baptiſm, 5. From all theſe Conſice-'? 

| | | rats N 


— — 


1eFirk 
Meawfible, which conſiſts in an open profeſſion of the 
1 tha Ghriftian Faith, and rrattice of the Duties of 


wolofWorſhip ; the other ſpiritual, inviſible and myſti- 
e „ eh, which owes its Origine to the Divine Election, 
20, ii hc is conſummate in a lively Faith, which work- 
Diy " by Love. This Diſtinction is pointed out to 


here|u8 by the Apoſtle John, 1 John 2. 19, They went 


h 1 p ou from 155 but were not of ws, J. hey went out from 

that is, from the viſible Aſſembly of thoſe 
po who profeſſed Chriſtianity, and the Goſpel» do- 

wotif@rine : But they were not of us, that is, they did not 

1 fed belong to the Society of the Elect, or ſuch as had 

8 ue Faith among them in the Church. Accor- 
to ding to this View of Chriſt's Houſe, the Elect, and 


114 


\nſiEectually called, are its on'y Members, 1 Pet. 2, 
ion 


lege in to be Partakers of the ſpiritual and ſaving Bleſ- 


p "ſings of the Redeemer's Purchaſe ; ſo it is he, 
ha who has Power and Right in the Hearts of his 
ons (Own myſtical Members: And, tho? it be agreeable 
riſtiit@ the Nature of this ſecret Stace of Man, which 
only certainly known to God, to diſcover itſelf 


an ſis 8. 
fo ale far as to give a credible Ground of Charity; yet 
thoſngt ſo as if it could be diſcovered in all, by poſi- 
Fruit tihe Determination, to be really different from 1ts 
Righſ| Sunterfeits, Thus, when Chriſt gave Officers 


rig 0 


ard I Having laid down theſe Things, I come to the 
ear indication of the Texts attack'd by you, as not 
Ana- 
ppli- 
ide : 48. 
ratio | | 


ations, there n allo a twofold Face or Form 
the Church of Chriſt here on Earth; the one 


and its Government ſolely belongs to God in 
ie ( Chr iſt, As it is by him alone, they are received 


q his Church, it was not to her as inviſible, but 


porting a viſible, but inviſible Church: The firft 
r. 1. which I connected with 1 Cor, 12. 


gry Words and Invectives, I obſerve, that, p. 2; 
you ſay, lt is the Body myſtical, viſibly or out} 


_ myſtical that is meant, it muſt be Chriſt's inyiſibl 6 
Body, for I take theſe two to be the ſame. Ard © 


whole Catholick Church; for Chriſt is the Hen“ 
by his ſpecial Guidance and Means, and the Di“ 
penſation of Ordinances, no leſs than myſtical h 
His ſpiritnal Influences, That it is not meant «i 


28. The Reaſon of my joining theſe two Scrip Body 
tures together, was, that I found the Epiſtle ind. Tim, 
ted not only to the Corinthians, but unto all tha Chny 
in every Place call upon the Name of Jeſus Chriſt: they 
and ſo the Apoſtle laid down a Foundation in th of t! 


very Entry, to treat, not only of that Churdſ Mat. 
in particular, but of the Church in her largeſt EV perve 


tent, which he does in the 12. Cap. of that EpiſtleÞfeflio! 
and other Places therein. Now, paſſing your an 


& wardly repreſented in the Church at Corinth. IK vii 
But here we come to differ, If it be the BodſÞ® by 


then I add further, that the Church meant in th: 
12. Chap, is the Body political, and that of the 


r yſtic 
the inviſible or myſtical Body of Chriſt, is evident} @ples 
in that there were Apoſtles, Prophets and Teacherunleſs 
ſet in this Church; and for the ſame Reaſon *tis noi i plai 
the ſingle Church of Corinth. That which is invi|Wy ſhc 
ſible, cannot under that Notion have a viſible Mi er a 


niſtry ſet into it, nor the ſeveral other ParticulaWititle 
1 have mentioned, p. 348, &c, to which you haref ple; 
not given the leaſt Anſwer, Beſides, the Apoſtles In int 


which were ſet in this Church, were Catholic: dy: 


Officers, and had not their Relation reſtricted to ect t. 


any particular Church, having the whole World rs 0 
for their Charge, That theſe and the other Of:-P&ive | 


cers mentioned were ſet in this Church, intentio- @nſtit 


nally for building up the myſtical and inviſible asm. 


8 Ee 
xcrip-Þ Body of the Redeemer, is owned; but at the ſamè 
ind. Time they were ſet in the viſible Church, or the 
tha Church as viſible. This is further evident, in that 
iff they themſelves were viſible Meſſengers, and ſome 
n thef of them no more but only vifible, Acts 1. 17. 
nur Mat. 7. 22. 23. But left you ſhould reckon me a 2 
t Ex Perverter of Scripture, I incline to take the Con- 
iſtleÞfeflion of an Adverſary, a learned Independent 
Ir an.! rother, namely Mr. Hooker in his Survey, Par, 1. 
b. p. 15. © The viſible Church, faith he, is truly 
ou. e filed and judged by Scripture-Light to be the 
%. & viſible Body of Chriſt, over whom he is a Head 
Body ee by particular Government and Guidance, which 
111k} F he lends thereto, 1 Cor, 12. 12. And that it is a 
Ardp F viſible Politick Body, appears quite through the 
n tif whole Chapter, but eſpecially, v. 27. 28, be- 
i thi} F cauſe in that Church God ſet Orders and Offi 


Heap cers, ſome Apoſtles, Teachers, Helps, Govern- 
Di ments; the like to this is, Eph, 4. 12, 13,” I 
al h Ball only add, if you take the Church here forthe 

nt o Wyſtical Body of Chriſt ; how then will your Diſ- 


lent Qples in the Judgment of Charity agree with it, 


chen ualeſs you conclude them all to be real Saints,? It 
is not 
in vi Ay ſtical Body of the Redeemer. Therefore, how- 
Mi- er a charitable Conſtruction of a Perſon, may 
ulasÞMtitle him to be a Member of the Church as vi- 
bavef ple; yet nothing but real Grace in the Heart, 
tles en intile one, or conſtitute him a Member of the 
olic:[&dy myſtical or ſpiritual : So, Sir, in all due re- 
d to ſſpect to you, while you talk of Perſons being Mem- 
'or|d [ers of the myſtical Body of Chriſt, I humbly con- 
Of- eeive it is only the hidden Man in the Heart, that 


ntio- @Pnſtitutes a Perſon in that Relation, and your 
ther add nor pare in 


;Gible gment of Charity can ne 


Body Þ that 


$ plain that none but ſuch, are Members of the 


= FA derſtand how it came into my Head, to take thif } 
c Text for the viſible Body of Chriſt, diſtin 4 


But, 1. If you mean, how I underſtand it of a Churdf : 


Thing; for, tho? 1 underſtand of the Church: t 
_ viſible, yet, at the ſame Time as including man < 


tion, nor of a Church as inviſible, as was obſe| } 


Paul being a Miniſters in it, and he being viſibly 
_ the Church in which he was jet muſt be ſuc} F 


Which is inviſible, and under an inviſible and ff 
ritual Influence, is made up of that which is if} 


tiles, to which the external Diſpenſation of thi 


1 42) 
that Point. Vet on this Suppoſition your Whole] bs th 
F 
Harangues run, ſo far as I am able to take them. 
Your next Exception, p. 26, 1s againſt Epi. 3. 10 
its being meant of the CatholickChurch viſible: A 


ou tell me on this Text is, That you do not un 


* fr om the inviſible, and Ro a particular Church. 
merely viſible ;, then! tell you, 1 underſtand no {uf Þ 
viſible Saints, or even the myſtical Body of Chrilf ig 
tho not as inviſible, nor conſiſting of hoſe on 
2, It is the Catholick Church viſible, it being th 

in which Paul was made a Miniſter, v. 7. He u 
not made a Miniſter of one particular Congree 


ved in the Entry. It was the Church organic my 
unleſs we can ſuppoſe, that the Nature of th in: 


ſible, or organized under that Notion, with viſhſ 


Officers. This I take to be abſurd, and therefoſ 5. 
it was the ſame Body the Church of which Pa 
was made a Miniſter, Col. 1. 24, 25. and for which 
he underwent viſible Sufferings : Thus then I tag 


the Church here to be the catholick politick Bod f 
of the Redeemer, conſiſting of both Jews and G 


Myſteries of the Goſpel was made, that had bee when 


| kept ſecret ſince the World began, v. 4,5. I. Co do 
. 9. Mat, 11, 11, Theſe were not made know 


theſe 
t0 | 


(- 43 ) 


Whole to the Jews only, nor to the Gentiles excluſive on 


nem. them, but unto both, in the Fulneſs of Time, If 
3. 10 
e: A 


ot unf prophets and Evangeliſts, Eph, 4. 11, 12. 


ce thi [7 You next come to 1 Cor. 1O, 32. p. 27, I have 
üſting s little of a Proof that the Church here is meant 
* pf the myſtical Body of Chriſt, as on the former 


? Text; therefore | take the Church here for the 
o ſuc} 
rch:4 + 
man 
Chrif 
on 
g thy 2 
le 4 
greed } 
obſe 
ici 
iſibi 


rather incline the latter. The Precepts are ne- 


ſuch} ! 
{ thy? 
d f 
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Man; and fo the Object is ſet down indefinite- 


vild4Yy, thereby to comprehend the whole. Beſides, 
ret Sir, I own I do not underſtand only the Church 
pf Corinth, becauſe there are many Things in the 
Epiſtle which cannot be reſtricted unto it. For, 


1 Pai 
Which 
Lag 
Bod! 1 
] G 


s the negative Precepts cannot be reſtricted to it; 
o theſe are given to the Church as viſible, and 


f thi 
| bee! 


> 6 


when the Apoſtle ſaith, 1 Cor. 5. 12. What have I 


nowWtheſe who were not of the Church of Corinth)? 
. — 


4 Word, to this Church, and not to every parti- 
Tular Congregation, did Chriſt give the Apoſtles, 


Body catholick viſible - For either we muſt take 
the Words to include all the believing Jews and 
Gentiles making up one Church; or take the Jews 
and Gentiles under the Notion of Unbelievers, and 
Oppoſition to the Church; and ſo upon either 
Df theſe Senſes, our Argument will conclude, tho“ 


ative and indefinite; and ſo as they are general 
r the Time, and binding, both ſemper and ad 
Emper; ſo they muſt at the ſame Time reſpect 
il Places and Perſons, In theſe traveling Times, 
Jome might give Offence in one Place, and ſome 
in another, and one in many Places. The whole 
Body was liable to Offence, tho? it was not by one 


Bt is only the viſible Church was capable of Of- 
fence, and to receive Satisfaction. In a Word, 


o do to judge them that are without? Is this only 


_ — — 


. - 
« 5 
. «% EIS RO OC IEA - — . — — 5 — , F 
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ration, to the End of Time. This Church is noi 


(a) 


il it be meant of theſe only who were withou4 
that Church, then Paul, whoſe Commiſſion wh 
univerſal, had nothing to do in judging thoſe tha 
were not of that Church. This ſhews that ch 
Apoſtle ſpeaks many Things in this Epiſtle tha 
have a Reference to the Catholick Church viſible} 
and ſo in the preſent, he might be underſtood 1 
as having nothing to do in judging thoſe that wer] a 
without the viſible univerſal Body of Chrift, | & 

You next come to Heb, 2. 12. p. 27. and arg Dutie 
as cloſely here as on the foregoing Text ; and te} that! 
me, * You always took it for the General 4 Houſ- 
< ſembly of the Firſt- born, conſiſting of Chril} Chur 
© Brethren.” That Chriſt's Brethren were conta 
this Church, 1 do not queſtion, nor that it u 
to theſe he deſign'd to make known his Father} & 
Name ſavingly : But what I maintain is, Thi Timot 
Chriſt's declaring his Father's Name, his Natur| hl 
Attributes and Will, in order to the Salvation g 
Sinners, was to his Church as Viſible, in which 
there were many who could not otherwiſe be ci th 
led Brethren, than by mere Profeſſion. To |] 
Church as Viſble, 14 declared himſelf during hi it 
perſonal Miniſtry, and thereafter by his Apoſiles|W 
he ſpread the Knowledge of God in the World} 
and gave a compleat Revelation of his Mind, E 
which was to continue from Generation to Gene. d 


to be underſtood of a ſingle Congregation, ſeeing Wh! 
the external Declaration of God's Name, wat 
made by the Apoſtles to all the World ; and vo bſinu 
the Church ſpoken of muſt be underſtood in thatſ the 
extenſive Meaning, In a Word, Pſal. 22. 22. Cc Ch 
to which this Text does refer, contains a pro- 0 ſtoc 


phecy of the Viſibility of the Catholick Church|# tho 
under 'S Boc 


ne . 


thou under the New Teſtament. The like Prophecy 
| wave have, P/al. 2. and P/al, 72. 8, 9, 10, 11. and 


e tha $6. 9. J/a. 2. 2, 3, 4. Zech. 14. 9. 
t this Laftly, You come to 1 Tim, 3. 15. p. 27. And 
tha Here you take. it for granted, that the Church is 
ſible] he little Habitation of God at Epheſus. But here 
ſoo 4. The Church muſt be Viſible, becauſe Timothy 


Wel 


arg 


hriff Church, ſeeing the Epiſtle and the very Conte xt 
re I gontains Directions about Biſhops and Deacons. 


t wi $ It was not the Church of Epheſus, or any par- 
ther} ticular one, ſeeing the Epiſtle was written to 


Th] Vmorhy, who was an Evangeliſt, and had not a 


atur} Ned Reſidence in any particular Church; and 
ion g hereby he was directed how to behave himſelf in 


whic 


To Place, and be inſtrumental in planting and water- 


ng hi ing the Church of God throughout the World, 
z0ſtles| Ander the Direction of the Apoſtles. 4. When 


Vorl You alledge, that this was only the Church of 
Mind} Epheſus, it was ſuitable to an Anſwerer, to have 


Gene. ſcuſſed the Arguments I have alledged againſt 


is not U, p. 435. Cc. and ſhewn, that this Church in 


ſeeing Fhich Timothy was to behave himſelf aright, was 


waſte myſtical or inviſible Church as ſuch, 5. You 


ind ſol hſinuate, p. 28. that I fay, p. 158, 159, © That 
2 thatf the Elders of Epheſus were bound to feed the 
2. Ce Church, which was by no means to be under- 
Pro- ſtood to be the Church as Viſible, but only - 
'hurch}F thoſe who are truly redeemed, or the inviſible 
under J Body of Chriſt.” Now, a groſſer Miſtake 
13 „ 


and others were exiſting viſibly therein, and were 
© converſe together, and diſcharge their mutual 
Duties to one another; the Epiſtle being written, 
d te} that he might know how to behave himſelf in the 
1 4} Houſe of God, 2. It muſt be an organized 


e Houſe or Church of God at large, wherever he 
be cil ſhould be. His Office was to travel from Place to 


- ——— —  — 
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of Words and their Scope E 7 be; for even if 
theſe very Paſſages, I held the Church in which! 
the Elders were ſet, to be Viſible, tho* ever 
Thing there be not ſpoken of it as Vi6ble, as til 
candid Reader of the Place will clearly perceing | 
Thus, Sir, I have taken the Aﬀirmative. and give y 
plain Reaſons wherefore the ſeveral Texts mes 
tioned by me, are to be underſtood of the Cathi 3 
lick Church vifible; and I could give ſever] 
others beſides, and have juſtly alledged, EY. 
11, 12. Rom, 12. 4, 10. p. 104, 105. And ti; 
I own ſtill, that the Apoſtles, Prophets, Evang 
| lifts and Paſtors, were given intentionally to fe 
the myſtical and inviſible Body of Chriſt ; 1 
ſtill they were ſet in t he Church as Viſible, und 
which View of it, there is a Mixture both of gol 
and bad. 1 
Vou tell me, p. 28. That after I have cited th g. 
Scriptures, “ I ſay, That the Children of p 
<« tefling Chriſtian Parents, are to be reput] ar 
« Members of the Viſible Church. 80 14, 44. 
But what then? O, fay you, I would ask q; 
« Why are they not to be repnted Members M: 
„ the 18 Body Body, if one of the Pare 
cc be to be ſo reputed, *” To this I Anſwer, | 
That it is neither the Reputation which you 
any Man on Earth can have of them, which . 4 
ſtitutes them Members of the myſtical Body, bÞ 

the ſecret Workings of the Spirit of Chrit 
the Heart, of which God himſelf is the alotfi 
Judge. A charitable Conſtruction may ſerve 1 
the admitting one a Member of the viſibf 
Church, but has no Concern in their Admifliok 
to the myſtical Body of Chriſt. 2. The Chi 
dren of projefling , Chriſtian Parents, whetheÞ 
Believe 


— 
* 
1 7 


3 
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pelieyers or Unbelievers, are to be baptized - 


DP 
yore: For, if the Children of the circumciſed Jews 


ever 
as th 4 
reel | 
d ging 
s mei 
Cath! 


ecauſe the Promiſe is made to Chriſtians, and 
eir Seed in the New Teſtament, they are no 


ey who are externally in Covenant under the 


ſeverl 

E ph 4 
ad thi 
Vang 
0 id . 


= d with what is ſaid and laid down, p. 108, 118. 


. 1 Fenant of Grace and its Seals, were in Subſtance 
"STE he ſame with theſe under the New, Rom. 6. 4. 

1 th G/ « 2.41; 1 Pet, 3. 21,2. 3. Prom all which 
of a Pinter further, That becauſe the viſible Seal of the 
eputlh Eovenant, by which Perſons are ſolemnly initiate 

0 14 4 hd inrolled, is a Thing catholick and economical, 
* | erefore theſe who are made Partakers 8 8 
Hers Pave their Freedom to that whole Corporation or 
_ £ingdom, and have at leaſt a Right to all the ex- 


Thus, as the Patent for Baptiſm is general, Mat. 


TEtrin's Kingdom throughout the Chriftian 


. Vorld. You add, p. 29. © And, tho? you may 
erve ti bave a general Notion of all the Profeſſors of 
vis the Name of Chriſt on the Earth, and expreſs 
nil this your Notion by the Name Church; ; yet I 
\ Chill deſire you may ſhew me where, but in your 
"hethll- own Head, all theſe Profeſſors are united toge- 


lieve!s 
4 


þ : 


ere to be circumciſed, becauſe God ſaid, 1 
ill be yr God, and the God of your Seed; then, : 
ſs to be baptized, Acts 2. 38, 39. Thus, as 
©1d Teſtament Diſpenſation, had their Children 
ercumciſed; ſo theſe who are only externally in 
the Chriſtian Church, are to have their Chil- 
dren baptized. For Confirmation of this, com- 
pare Gen. 17.7, 8. and 8. 3. with Joſh, 5.2, 3,7 


} my Book, where it will appear, that the Co- 


rnal Immunities and common Privileges thereof. 


28. 19. ſo they who are baptized in any true 
Fburch, are to be accounted viſible Members of 


ther 
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ved already. 3, I call that viſivle which may ly 


there, each of them would be viſible. Thus 0 


the Members of the catholick Church; yet th ini 
will never be a good Argument they are inviſibiſ 
But I conceive you mean an univerſal Idea or Genu 
which has no other Exiſtence but in your on 
Brain. And ſo, 1. Can an univerſal Idea have 0 Alwe 
ficers given unto it, ſeeing it is no more but aÞQueſti 
abſtrack Notion in a Man's Head? Were tig 
Apoſtles, Prophets and Evangeliſts given to ta 


Body had been ſomething real, and actually en. 1 


5 48) ; 
te ther in the Unity of one Eccleſiaſtical G. Worl 


e vernment? To this I anſwer, 1. I refer yo lar CI 
to what I have ſaid, Chap. 2. $ 8. which is yeſfteſult 


untouched by you. 2. Have either I, or am and 
Presbyrerian, aſſerted, that the Church catholic. Pag 


_ viſible, is one external, ſtated and actual Society ſcat 


It is ſufficient if it be one habitually, as is obſer t &c. 
Eld 


ſeen, tho? it cannot be ſeen actually, and at on one 
View: : Therefore, when it is ſaid that the who Th 
World is viſible, in order thereto an Act of th the 


Underſtanding is required, We can convin: | to 
all the Countries in the terraqueous Globe af But, 8 


viſible no leſs than our own; and if we wet: 


tho* we cannot actually, and at one View ſee. 


Was 
for 
which had no Exiſtence in Nature, except in bein 
Man's Mind ? 1 always thought that a Politics x 
o 
ſting in the World. 2. Has an univerſal Tabu e 
any actual Exiſtence of its own > The CatholicWnble 
Church viſible has a real Exiſtence in Nature, b 2 top 


Combination and Aggregation; whereas an uiÞgatr 

verſal Notion is incapable of this, ſeeing it is on- be r 

ly an Accident competent to an integral Bed). ase 

3. Has an univerſal Idea any Members, or an ee. | 

ternal State? The ſeveral ſingle Churches i W nl leg 
O1 


- World, conſtitute one ws and the particu- 
yon gar Churches are integrant to the whole which 
is yet = out of them. This I have ſpoke to, f. 263. 
"—_— OT 5 

oli Page 32. You ſay, That I alledge the Churches 
iety “ ſcattered through Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, 
bler-ſ ö &c. are expreſly called the Flock of God, and the 


ay be Elders are conjunctly called to feed or rule this 
t one one Flock which was among them.“ You add, 
hof That it would have been fair to have told out 
f th} the reſt, and ſaid that the Elders are required 


vine} to feed the Flock which is among them, Cc 7 
e uf gut, Sir, 1. It would have been fair in you to have 


wen Wated my Mind fully on that Head, and told 
Tho bur Reader, That I expreſly declared, That 
ee itfeſe Elders no doubt were particularly to ad- 
: thi miniſter Word and Sacraments to theſe diſtinct. 


160: Churches ſeparately, which is founded on that 
7enngWry Thing for which you challenge my Unfair- 
_ owhngſs. 2. It would have been fair in you, as an 
e OfAnſwerer, to have given a plain Reply to the 
ut zIQueſtion after-ſtated, viz, © Whether this Flock 
re th was one, becauſe they aſſembled in one Place 
tba for publick Worſhip ? Or on Account of their 
t ine being united under one Eccleſiaſtical Govern- 
litica k ment, or their having a Right and inherent 
ex. Power ſo to do?“ as it is ſtated, p. 106. which 
Iaehhu have not ſet down. But, inftead of this, you 
holicxWnble Things in a confuſed Maſs together, and 
Ee, by bc to p. 420, 421. and then tell me, you anſwer 
; ui{gatively, and ſay, That the Flock there, can 
is on· be no other than ſuch a Society of Chriſtians, 
Bedy . as every Company of Elders had among them, 
in ex- Fe. But, 1. Is not this Exhortation given forth 
in the} definitely to all the Elders ? Is not the Flock 
Word I com- 


1 


_ — — = "IY 8 


Flocks ? This was a Flock, including all theſe di-; 


— .. ö — — 


Flock is to be taken diſtributively, for the ſeveral 
Aſſemblies included therein, in which Word and 


al Power to rule and govern this one Flock amoi 
them, in all ſuch Matters as they were equally | 
concerned in: For all of them had a Charge q 


and Converſation was to be a Pattern to ſuch 4 
them as they had under their immediate Carthgy 
| Yet, as this Flock was one, and had common Int: 


than their own particular Congregations. 4. Wh 


_ Congregations there than one, p. 412, nay, accvP 


| therein could not be a Pattern to all that Floci 


committed to theſe Elders, one Flock, and not! 


ferent Provinces, and the Profeſſors therein, andſis ex 


organized with Officers. 2. Tho' the Word, 


Sacraments were to be diſpenſed ; yet they are {til i. 
one, becauſe theſe Elders had a Right and habituf; 


this one Flock of God, laid upon them by hig aul th 


who was the Head and Lord thereof. Collectiq 
Nouns, tho' they are many Times taken diſtri}. 
butively, yet ſtill they expreſs an Unity in ſong g 
Point, as here in their being united under one Kin 
the ſame Laws and Regulations, which till hu ni 
forth one Community. 3. This lets us ſee, th 


tho* they could not be particular Examples 4 
that large Flock, but ſeparately, where their I 


reſts, ſo their Rulers had a more extenſive Cha: th 
in Matters of publick Concern to all of thenl@id cc 


you alledge, p. 23. That the Church of EY red, 
was but one worſhipping Flock, wherein all i{Wead 
Elders could be its perſonal Examples, it is i ngle 
deed a begging of the Queſtion, eſpecially wh. , 
you have not one Word but your own AfertiWongr, 
againſt what I have ſaid ; for there being moW; 


ding to the Account there given, each of the Elde 


5. Al | 


d not, 3 : 

e dif-. Are not the Elders of the different Provinces 

„andi gs expreſly required to rule that one Flock, as 
Wordfheſe of Epheſus that which was among them? Let 


vera he Unprejudiced compare Acts 20, 28. with 
d and 1 


Pet. 5, 2. and determine himſelf, 6. If, accor- 
re ſtil Jing to your Reaſoning, Explicat. p. 17. and in 


zabituf ny Book, 421. the Church of Epheſus was but 
imonFgne Congregation, becauſe it was not ſaid, Many 
qually Noc s and many Churches, but one Flock and one 
rge q urch in the ſingular; will it net equally hold,that 


y big an theſe Churches mentioned were one Congrega- 
letinffgon, ſeeing they are called one Flock? The 
diſr}Argument, if it be good the one Way, muſt be 
n ſomſ ggually good the other, it being bottomed on the 


King gelf-ſame Foundation, one Flock and one Church. 
1 hot his you have not ſeen meet to obviate, tho? it 
e, ti gas the main Thing deſigned, as any will ſee by 
ples TEading p. 346, 421, Beſides, tho' the Word 
ir L gendred Feed, ſuppoſeth the Diſpenſation of 
uch Word and Sacraments ; yet its ſtrict Import is to 


Calefrule and govern : And ſo this was the Thing 
n Intfgiven in Commiſſion to theſe Elders with reſpeck 
Chary | d this one Flock, and herein therein their Unity 
' therfid conſiſt mainly as to their viſible State. 
Wbt . I farther told you, That the twelve Tribes ſcat- 

Eph Hered, are deſigned Church, James 5. 14. On this 
all Mead I asked you, p. 421, if this Church was a 
t is Mingle Congregation, To this you reply, p. 33, 
y whe 4. If I ſhould affirm that the Text points at one 
ſſertigongregation, whereof any one of theſe to whom he 
5 mOWirects, happened to be a Member and ſick; and if 
„ CO ſhould deny that the Apoſtle any where calls theſe to 
e Eldeſphom he diretts, the Church, or one Church, you will 
Flo huſe what you ſhall ſay next, But here you have 
5+ Ween meet to cover yourſelf under a conditional 
Es = — 5 
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if, and aſſert nothing which is better than to re. 
fuſe the ſtrongeſt Scripture-expreſſions. But t. 
be plain, I ſay, that all theſe diſperſed Jews ate 
expreſſed by the Word Church in the fſingulay 
Number; and ſo we are to underſtand it diftiy/248, 
butively, for the ſeveral Congregations repreſen mit 
ted by this general Name. But, at the ſang Adm 
Time when I ſay this, ſtill the Church points forth by E 
certain viſible Unity among all theſe ſingle Church * 
es, in that they are all included and expreſt und 3. U 
one collective Noun : And ſo your founding yo is m 
Arguments on one Flock and one Church, for makin 
the Diſciples of Epheſus to be but one Congreat L 
on, is to prove too much, and that is to prog c 
nothing at all, Such mean Shifts as theſe yu and 
have Recourſe to, will never be of any gol Ang, 
Iſſue. is tl 
But, before I leave this Head, let me add the" 
two or three Things; 1. That the Miniſters 
Elders ſpoken of in the New Teftament, the 
firſt Relation, and that which is the Foundati f 
of all the reſt they come under, is their bein 
Stewards and Ambaſſadors of Chriſt, the King u 
Head of his own Church. On this Account the 
are termed Miniſters of God and Chriſt, and Stef _ 
ards of the Miſteries of God, 2 Cor, 6. 4, Thi Allo 
and the like Epithets point forth our Lord's Pu ſado 
priety in them, and the ſpecial Relation the the 
bear to him, 2 Cor. 3. 6. 2. Under this Relati him. 
there is another, namely, that which is by Dele Chr. 
tion, when Chriſt beſtows Miniſters as a Gift un with 
his Church; as 1 Cor. 12. 28. Eph. 4. 11, 1 Nan 
Here, not only extraordinary, but ordinary Oas tt 
ficers are > given to Chriſt's univerſal Church, q Chu 
viſio and 


il 
atio: 
deem 
8 Cath 


| 53 ) 
vinble Body. Thus ordinary Officers have a Re- 
lation to the whole Family, or Church of the Re- 
deemer; and ſo they are given primarily to the 
Catholick Body, according to what | have ſaid, 
diſtri 348, &. Accordingly, they have Power to F 
reſen mit Members into the Catholick Church by the 
ſang Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, and to eject out of it 
forth by Excommunication , for neither the one nor the 
hurch other have reſpect to one ſingle;Congregation ſolely, 
t unde 8. Under this Relation there ariſeth another which 
g you is more particular and ſubſervient to the former, 
making and that is, that Miniſters or Elders are fixed to 
regatiÞ particular Congregations, and from thence they 
prof come to be denominate the Elders of ſuch 
ſe ya and ſuch Churches, and not of others, as the 
Loo Angels of the ſeven Churches reſpettively ; This 
Is that which intimates their Propriety in theſe 


to re- 
Ut te 
Ws are 
Ngnlar 


d the Churches, and the particular Relation they bore to 
ters g Them, Now, to apply this to the Caſe in Hand, 

thef all the Elders of the different Provinces ſpoken of 
dau by Peter and James, were the Ambaſſadors of 


hriſt; and from this Relation to him, he gave 
them another to this one Flock and Church, which 
Was his, and over which he was Lord and King; 


bein 
ing aug 
t the ; 
d Sen and then, under this they had their particular 
The Allotments. Thus it is not eſſential to an Ambaſ 
bs Pri ſador of Chriſt, that he be a Miniſter of this or 
n tes the other particular Church; but it is eſſential to 
Nelati him, that he be a Miniſter of the Church of 
Deleęif Chriſt or his viſible Flock in its large Extent; for, 
ift unn without a Relation to this, he cannot bear the 
11, M Name. From this it is natural to perceive, that 
ary Offas theſe Elders had a Relation to their particular 
rch, 0 Churches, for the ordinary diſpenſing of Word 
viſibi and S Sacraments, and the more private Acts of Di. 
TIE Cipline 3 


54 2} = faſt 
cipline 3 yet ſtill all of them were firſt Miniftersvt a 
of Chriſt, and, as a Gift by him, they had a Relz-ſffom 
tion to that one Flock or Church which was his ment, 


and had a Power to exerciſe miniſterial Acts any ae b 
where therein, and join in the Matters of Jurifderſta 


dition and Diſcipline, in what related to the wholeſgethe! 


| Beſides, theſe Churches are all of them expreſt bal! 
ſuch collective Nouns, as Church, Flock, Aſſe U: at 


and the Churches of Galatia, by one Lump; which » 
Rill holds forth their Unity, and the joint Conſe © wh 
cern theſe Elders had in them, and the commuaſ®* der 


Relation they bore to them. In a Word, Fr, 


the Oneneſs "of the Kind of Worſhip and Gy gntin 
vernment, expreſt 1 in theſe Texts, gives every prijWer y 
vate Chriſtian in that one Flock or Church ach tha 


habitual Power and virtual Right to worſhip Goſplftle : 


and communicate in any Congregation (tho? neu Huch 


ſo remote from that in which they are ordinaire, 


and ſtated Members) if Occaſion ſhall ſerve, auf I 


at the ſame Time makes him liable to Reproof: gent 


Suſpenſion therein, if there be juſt Cauſe; ſot Me 


the El Elders of any particular Church have the lux o po 
Right to exerciſe their Office in any true Churh$MEcm 


tho* they may have their ordinary and fixed Ref jut m 
ation to a particular Flock. Thus let the Read] or 
1dge, how you have trifled, inſtead of anſwerin 0 im 


what I have ſaid on the Churches of Galatia, 4. in! 


, 300 31. e 

You next come to attack me for ſaying, TIA hetter 
Word Church is made Uſe of to expreſs the Paſto'fÞ r th: 
and Rulers of the viſible Body of Chriſt, p. 3 E 


and in my Book, p. 52, 53, Cc. Here you tell ng 


with a great deal of Warmth, © That I have no 18 | 
© only — the Queſtion, but robb'd it. Bud! 
rm 


—— 


hee ſuſe I have done either: And ſeeing you have 
iſtersſnot attempted to anſwer what I have ſaid, either 
Rela- tom the Text or Context, or from the Old Teſta- 
his nent, from whence many Terms and Expreſſions 
s anyſake borrowed in the New, and their right Un- 
Jurifderſtanding depends on the comparing the two to- 
Fhelelgether, or what I have adduced as Under-proofs ; I 
eft byIſhall only refer the Reader to what I have ſaid, p. 
, and 267, &c, and then let him judge for him- 
Which. You add, p. 36. That I cite Act, 15. 22, 
Con!“ where the Church is diſtinguiſhed from the El- 
mmol“ ders, and prove that it ſigniſies the Elders. 
d, Air, I have your Word for this Way of repre- 
1 Col inting Things 3 but let the Reader judge, whe- 
y priftier you have ſo much as touched what I have ſaid 
-ch ach that Head, p. 91, and 293, 299, You ſay as 
p GofEtle againſt Acts 18. 22. Nor have you ever. fo 
neui nuch as mentioned what I ſaid on another Scrip- 
dinarftÞre, p. 404. which is one more than what you 
e, af 
\ofs dent tor all that is brought againſt tem. 
Mean while, before | leave this Head, I ſhall 


wn |, C1 
/ lu tropoſe two Things more on Mat. 18. and leave 
urch hem to your cooler Thoughts: The Thing you 

ed Rel gut me to prove, p. 35. is, That the Elders here, 


or any where elſe in the New Teſtament, are 
werin . impowered to bind cr looſe, any other Ways but 
in Preſence, and with the Conſent of the Flock, 
Cc.“ But, Sir, the Proof would Have come 
g, Tdetter off your own Hand, viz. That it is neceſſa- 
Paſto that the Elders act with, and by, the Conſent 
z the Flock: This is a poſitivefPropoſition 3 
tell ml hereas you, according to your kuyable Cuſtom, _ 
aye nove me a Negative to prove. But, 1. Tell the 
Bub! *** Church, 
re : 


[ have adduced, tho? indeed theſe were ſuffi= 
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the private Chriſtians. Now, beſides what I have; lie 
ſaid, it muſt be further conſidered, 1. If the ay 8 
Church here meant be not a Church only of Ru- t fel. 
lers, then there may be a worſhipping Aſſembly 


unto that Number, which plainly ſuppoſes ther: 
when this is the Caſe, how will the offended Bro: 


ther, when he calls the Offender privately to re. 


cond Step? For there are none in the Church bu]; 


EF 5 
Church, is meant of a Church of Rulers, and con: le Er 
ſequently it was them the Text ſpeaks of, as ha- 2 yy 
ving the Power of binding and loofing, without]! * 1 


the leaſt Hint of the Neceſſity of the Conſent of here FE 
Presbyt 


or organized Church, conſiſting of no mo hu} 
Two or Three; for the Promiſe made, v. 20. i 


may be a Church of no mo in Number, Noy chr 


ig as lit 
he two 
preem 
order 
12 or | 
i the 


move the Offence, have Two or Three more to go 
with him if he be not ſatisfied, which is the ſe. 


Three. Again, in this ſuppoſedCaſe in the Work, þ: 
if the two which are both againſt the one, the 


one offended and the other only a Witneſs, ſhalÞhy 5 1 
excommunicate the Perſon for his Obſtinacy; . L 
then, as our Lord's Rule in the Gradation is nit Er 1 

obſeryed, ſo there is a Complaint made unto the. Gap 

Church before it be made unto the Church: Fug 1 5 

here the compleat Gradat ion is wanting, and theþ M Fr 
third Step, which is to the Church; and, even accor- per ; 

ding to this, the offended Brother is Judge in befuhr 8 

own Canſe, whereas he ought to act only the Pan 10 

of a Plaintiff by all the Rules of common Juſtice þ bs "$4 

2. In theſe Words, Mat. 18. 19, our Lord ſays, bj nave 

he will hear Two who ſhall agree together, touching ont this * 
Thing on Earth. Now, is the Church here meant in 12 
the preceeding Verſe, of a Congregation of Jeſus * all 

_ Chriſt with its Presbytery ? Or, can there be an eys v 


Thing more expreſs, than that our Lord intends 
NEE EINEM char our L _ 


3 

1 

1 
N. 
be 


* 
* 


NF the Encouragement of the loweſt Number of Ru- 
» ers in any Congregation, which are the Church 
bo Presbytery, can poſſibly conſiſt of that Number 
"| which he made his Promiſe. Thus, if you will 
NU 
hl Church Repreſentative ; and ſo there is nothing 
5 
er: 
OV, 
to. 
e. 
) 90 
4 M order to the Determination of Cauſes, or bind- 


1 i the preſent ſuppoſed Caſe in the Text, there 


hal uld not be a Deciſion where there were only Two, 


cy; 
not 
the 
For 


the in the Power of any one to have a Negative 
go yer a whole Aſſembly, which is abſurd and con- 
A mary to common Senſe, _ 5 


dice 2. When you aſſert, that the Church, Mat. 18. 


* Presbytery, it {till goes on the Suppoſition, that 
* Ms Text was an Inſtitution and Donation of the 


, ys thereunto; whereas, it is owned by moſt, if 
Je 5 dt all, That the Text ſuppoſeth only that the 
geys were given to particular Churches. They 
fere given and made over to the Apoſtles toge» 
133 FRO e ther, 


here meant. No Chriſt ian Congregation and its 


. got reject theſe Words, they muſt ſtand as a De- 
nonſtration that, Tell the Church, is meant of a 


ere to give the leaſt Countenance to the Conſent 
x Concurrence of a Congregation in binding or 
looſing, or the Neceſſity of the People's Preſence 
and Conſent in juriſdictional Acts: Beſides, there 
is as little to be inferred from the Agreement of 
he two touching one Thing, for the unanimous 
greement of a Church of Rulers when many, 


g or looſing, which you afterwards caſt up: For, 


t by their Agreement or joint Act; or by Two 
#2inſt One, if there be Three, as is ſuppoſed in 
he following Verſe : But where there are a Mul- 
tude of Rulers, the Agreement of the Plurality 
iſt determine the Cauſe, unleſs we ſhould: put 


to be meant of a Church of Jeſus Chriſt and its 


—— ” 


n 


59; 4 : f 
ther, and they being general Officers, ſtanding ini 
fixed and ſtated Relation to no particular Churches} 
the Keys came to the Miniſtry in particua F 
Churches, as Parts of the whole organized Boch 
and yet at the ſame Time immediately, and nf: 
as if by Commiſſion from the Catholick Church, I 

You next fall hard on me for wronging you, af # 
that willingly, p. 39. and in my Book, 83, 84. 9 1 
cauſe I inſinuate, ſay you, that the Word Chil 
always being taken to denote one Congregation ; 0 
was an Inference you made from the Nation ww 
 Trael, its being called a Church, and having u 
Place of Worſhip: But, 1. That I inferred it met 


cc 


ly from this Antecedent of yours, is falſe in F 2 
as the Places referred to will evince : For I ſu e 2 
exprefly of other Grounds and Texts laid dof ber : 
by you, which I refer to be ſpoken to afterwarÞ $ : 4 

as is done, p. 440, G. And there alſo I hi © 1d 1 

taken Norte: G your Diſtinction, p. 447 whit F 5 
you complain I have neglected, P. 37. Fe As 1 1h 

my miſling the Scope of your reaſoning abgenprei 

Ifſrael's being one Church, Gc. it is owing to Un ; 
Dulneſs; for it you had not told me, I had fal A 
into the ſame Blunder again, and I make no Daf Y 0 
fome others would have made the like Eſcape} $ over 
| You next attack me p. 38. for ſaying, © (I — 
cc Congregational Shape of the Old TeftameÞ 3 
is aboliſhed, and the National Shape the I everal 

e copali ans plead for. But as you have if. 
repreſented my Words; ſo you have conceal U ypice 
the Page where they are to be found, for EPR = A 

beſt known to your ſelf, and have jumbledſ _ 
great many Things together, without either MM k 


thod or Order. This you deſire me, 1. To i Froofs 


the divine Inſtitution in the Old Teſtament | (þ 
prof 


* 
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Loved for a National Church, in which are many 


ing in 
05 e viſible Church- Government, &c. Theſe I own 
: J 1 

cu 


voc 5. Now, if you had deſigned common juſtice 


oY In your Obſerves, you would have directed your 
.F Reader to p. 257. where the Queſtion about Na- 


1, an 
ky . Hional and Provincial Synods is ſtated 3 and to p. 
"4 $87. where the Argument taken from the Jewiſh 


atio Tonſiitution is handled. And, tho? p. 39. you al- 
mY Jedge, That the Synagogues did not appear in 


| Zomething like them of old Time, Acts 15. 21. 

have not only given you Jewiſh Writers for 
ie Subordination of the Synagogues to a ſuperior 
| Eourt, but plain Scripture Texts, as 'the Places 
1 ferred to will evince, as alſo p. 85, Cc. 3. 

When you ſay, You want an Inſtitution in the 
id Teſtament, for an Equality of Rulers in the 
One viſible Church- Government, it is of a Piece 


expreſly declare, That the Argument is not taken 


hard Task for an Independent to prove, that the 


well as the Worſhip, Cc. That the Govern- 


7 Bent was Moral as to its Eſſence; I have given 
| 1 veral Reaſons, which you have taken care to o- 
jo 1 erlook. But, if you look upon the Whole as 


. By [2 ypical, it is incumbent on you to prove your 


led Five ; but we ſhall have more of theſe Kinds "of 
roots demanded a little after. 


Tom H 2 In 


articular Churches united together in the Unity of 


Are my Words; But, have you told in what Page? 
o, this would have marred all, They are ». 


che firſt Formation of that Church; yet there is 


With the reſt of your Obſerves. For, p. 283, 1 


rom the Indentity of the Thing, but by Way oi 
F 4 Analogy, p. 288, 4. You tell me, It will not be 


Fovernment of the Jewiſh Church was Typical, 


F wn Affirmative, and not on us to prove a Nega- 


2 , —— 8 CI — 
PFF SY — — 
- - — * * — Vs 
> — 8 wa G 
- | — — 


* — * — — Ie — 5 — 
„ KL 


2 ear ERS 


4 down for me, in the Explication of your Prop. 
ee ſition, 
the End of that Section, beginning p. 108. Where] 
fore I could not take your Theſis, 2. I an} 
much miſtaken, if the Arguments adduced by ne 
do not oppoſe the Notion you frame of a Viſie f 
Church. 3. I have explained the Terms tl 5 
beſt Way I could, and given the Opinion of th 


| which I look upon to be agreeable to the V 


both under the Old and New Teſtament. k} > 
what have you brought againſt my State of #. 


of that Section theſe Words are to be found} © 


as my expreſs Words, I ſay there, © With Rq 8 
8 ſpect to ſuch as are come out from ſome fal 
Religion, or Heatheniſm, they are to be ad, 


* mitted Members of the viſible Church, on | 


myſelf, becauſe I ſay, 2. 111, © That that which 


. „ 9 | 
In your 4th Obſerve, p. 40. about Church Mem- © on 
bers, you tell me, 4 1 have misftated the Que. © hi 
© ftion, and wiſh I had taken the Theſis laid 


Sir, I gave a good Reaſon toward 1; 


Independents on the one Hand, Platform, Chap. li a 
and the Opinion of the Presbyterians on the oth] 4 


tions given us in Scripture, of the Viſible Chu tÞ 


Queſtion? 1, Say you, I make a credible Pu £ 
© feffion and blameleſs Converſation the Grow 
of admitting Members of the Viſible Church Þ ? 
But have you told me in what Page in the Pol 1 


No, the State of the Queſtion p. 117, 118. Ih 


neither theſe Words expreſly, nor in the Ord] & « 


you have placed them, tho* you quote the Þ 


< 


RN 


ſober and morally ſerions outward Profeflio} 4 
<< of the Faith, together with their Engagement 
« Cc.“ But, you reckoned a few Words out «|. 
** the Contents of the Chap. enough, p. 108. 
You go on p. 42+ to make me inconſiſtent will 


ou: 


1 
|} ee our Lord had in Deſign, in giving Officers to 
we „ his Church, was not for perfecting and build- 
i ing up a mere viſible Church, but that which 
ce js inviſible, Cc. But 1s "this any Way 
[&nconfitent, either with Chriſt's giving Of- 


the Names, Saints and Faithful are only to be 
or any other mentioned in the New Teſtament, 


Ones, or Members of the myſtical Body in the 
J. judgment of Charity? This is expreſly refuſed 


0 hap. 14. Parag. 8. 


; 1 viſible Church, as ſuch, is not within the New 


b but how conſcientioully they are jumbled toge- 
t her, as expreſſive of my Mind, will foon appear: 
For, p. 110. before I came to the State of the 
Queſtion, and for clearing of it, I ſaid it muſt be 


ON | 
eflio} 4 
ment. 
out 0Þa 
. his I added, © Thus the viſible Church, as ſuch, 
p with}, 
which 
oll 


hom the Covenant of Grace is made, and to 
whom the Promiſes thereof belong, is the in- 


Title from God to partake of the Seals thereof, 
** por 


ficers to a Church as Viſible, or to my ſaying 


under ſtood of the more valueable and better 
part? Was the Church of Corinth particular ly, 


where there were ſo many abominable Principles 

and Practices abounding, all Saints and Faithful 

y the Independents in New England, Platform 
But you add, p. 43. That J make the Members 

j £ f the viſible Church and their Profeſſion, ©* Such 

| f as to have no Title from God, to partake of the 

| þ 4. Seals of the New Covenant, but in ſo far as - He 

is their God, and they his juſtified and ſanCtified 

Ones: And for this, and alſo to prove that the 


Covenant, p. 111, Theſe are your Words; 


; onſidered, 1. That the proper Subject with 


viſible Church of real Believers,” &c, After 


is not within the New Covenant, nor have any 


the Lord knoweth them that are his, Again, Such: 


(04-3: | 
ce but in ſo far as he is their God, and they his 
© juſtified and ſanctified Ones. By this the Rea. ] 

der will ſee the Diſguiſe put on my Meaning and 
Words, after they are culled out and altered 
both in Method and Order, without any Regardf\,;: 
either to Scope or Context, The plain Meaning &; 
of the Propoſition is, That a viſible Church, 3 
ſuch, or a mere viſible hurch, is not ſaving { 
within the Bond of the Covenant of Grace: For i Rx 
is impo ſſible that that which is merely viſible caf 1 
_ conſtitute the Nature of that which is inviſible Ba; 
as the Reader will ſee by reading p. 109, 1 10. Fa 
in theſe I plainly ſhow the Ground of the Diflir} N 
con between viſible and inviſible Members; au * 
that theſe are not two diſtin& Churches, or dil? 
rent Species of Churches, but that it is a Diſtþ 3 
bution of the Subjeck by the Adjun&, viz. lj 
a twofold Way of Communion, external u 
internal. Such as have ſpiritual and inter hy; 
Communion with Chriſt, are ſaid to be inviſi' | 
Members, as known to God only, having this 86 48 


have external Communion in outward Ordinance, 
are called viſible Members, becauſe their Comm gn! 
nion i is viſible and apparent to Men. Now, theg 
is no Oppoſition between a Perſon's having a viſt 
and inviſible Communion alſo ; but there is, b 
tween him that hath only a merely viſible Con 
munion, and him that has an inviſible Communiop? 
Theſe are not the ſame Subject, but are as far diſ ge 
ferent as Believer and Unbeliever: So ! f 
obvious, that a viſible Church, as ſuch, or mereſ 
on account of its Viſibleneſs, is not ſavingly ye ur 
tereſted in God. But after you have rained : "Bras yo 
altered my Words, you add, pe 44. 2: By this is wer a 


* el From 2 


my * 


te the Church of the Old and New Teſtament. ?? 


Fir, were all theſe that came out of Erypt ſaving- 


they were externally in Covenant, is plain, as I 


u expreſs Law, a Right to the Seals of the Cove- 


it New Teſtament an expreſs Law requiring them to 
| Fartake of the holy Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 


Faith ; by which alone they come to have a 


tel 
viſit'y 
s Sel 5 | 
uch. of your Conduct. 


ane] After you have ſaid a great deal, and made fla- 
mf 2p ning Speeches on the miſconſtrutted Senſe you 
the zut on my Words, and about the Notions you 


05 Have of Brotherly-Love, without ever meddling 
S, bes 


2 Colt ome Words from me, without citing the Page, 
anja and interject your own Flights and ludicrous Ban- 


ar di 
ink 4 


nere 


y i 


pr ſuch as write under Pretenſions of a Debt they 


ed vas your Motive. The Page is 163. where I an- 
115 h wer an Objection which the Independents urge 
< ell Jrom 2 Tim, 3. J. And you tell me, I maliciouſiy 


-_ 


ter- 


I eſtabliſh a Difference very conſiderable between 


How do! this ? 1, Say you, © All that Church was 
within that Covenant made with them, G o. But, 


iy within the Bond of the Covenant of Grace? That 
it $xprefly declared afterwards ; but here 1 was ex- 

pre ſly ſpeaking of the inviſible Church of true 
jaints, tho? you was pleaſed to conceal it. 2. Say 
Jeu, The vilible Church had from God, by his 


nant. ?? But ſo have all the Churches in the 


er, and binding them at the ſame Time to do it 


ving Title and inward Seal of the Spirit, arifing 
om an Intereſt in Chriſt,to partake thereof. This 
what I have advanced; the Reader may judge ; 


ith my Arguments, you come p. 51, 52. to cite 


ers, to afſect you know whom: But theſe are 
ethods unbecoming the Sobriety of a Chriſtian, 


Dwe unto Truth, which in the Concluſion you ſay 


rr 


1 * 


(4). 


pervert the holy Word of God, and fo the great C4 


| 40 


vin is chargeable with the ſame Crime, ſeeing II ſp 


cited him on this Text and Context: But it ſeems 
it was enough that you niade this Charge, tho 


dmc Wee e Sona brag lobe 


Perverſeneſs. 


Vo next tell me, p. 53. © That I have taken u 
< the poor old Cant againſt the Independents, Tha 


: * Cs 
Pr. 


„% a Miniſter, according to their Scheme, cannÞ Fhi 


„ Preach as a Miniſter of the Goſpel, to an & 


© bat the Flock to which he is a Paſtor. ?? Th 40 


Reader may conſider what I have ſaid on thif * 
| Head, p. 332. 337, 338. For my Obſerver hf #4 
taken care not to mention theſe Pages, leſt tix 
Reader might have eaſy Acceſs to ſee the Juſinei}'S 
of the Conſequences, and to have perceived the 
owned, even by the Independents, Nay, the Auf 


ſwer of the Elders of the ſeveral Churches in AN: 


England, unto the gth Prop. p. 8. aſſert the ſam p 


Thing. Their Words are theſe, ** If you men 


e hy Miniſterial Act, ſuch an Act of Authority] 


© and Power in diſpenſing God's Ordinances, 
« a Miniſter doth perform to the Church where 


© unto he is called to be a Miniſter, then de 
e deny that he can ſo perform any Miniſteril g 
© At to any one other Church but his own, Þ 
ce becauſe his Office extends no further than hi $1 
& Call,” The ſame Thing is owned in th 
Plat form, Chap. 9. F 7. and by Mr, Bartlet in hif 5 
Model, p. 69. Thus, Sir, if your Church be in] 


on Ex 


Goſpe 
0 


menti. 


dependent on all other Churches in the World 
and you receive your Powers from them, then 
you may determine how theſe can extend fur— 
ther than your own Church, from whom you re- 
ceived them. But you add, “ Every Paſtor of a 


Church 


Quent] 


one C 


7 


Fiſible 


Per for 


s Church is ſet there for ſpreading of the Go- 
4 ſpel in the World, as a Light on the Golden 


my where is that Commiſſion to be read? For you have 


Drdination but by Paſtors. 2. Whether was your 
Church conſtitute by Paſtors, or did they conſtitute 


hen as yet there was no Church in Being, till 
aſter formed by you? If the latter, then ſee how 


ih non to you, that gives you Power to preach the 
Goſpel to all Creatures under Heaven, or through- 


here: out the whole Catholick Church? 3. If you lay 


n e Claim to this Commiſſion, then it muſt undeni- 


mentioned Texts as your Commiſſion, and conſe- 
Quently the latter : For it is to me plain, that 
then $ne Charter or univerſal Commiſſion, containing 
Fiſible Powers and external Adminiſtrations to be 
u re“ performed, makes ene univerſal Polity or Society: 
r of And this is fo plain, that I ha ve not yet met with 
bucht Wo 3 


—— 


Em; i Candleſtick, and bears Chriſt's Commiſſion to 
tho * Preach the Goſpel to every Creature. But, 


not mentioned the Text. Is it Mark 16, 15? lf 
that be your Commiſſion, then Mat. 28. 19. is its 
Parallel. But, 1, Who made the Inveſtiture of this 
this Commiſſion to you in an Independent Church, 
here there are no mo Paſtors but yourſelf ? 
Feeing the New Teſtament gives no Inſtance of 
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hemſelves into a Church-State without Paſtors? 
the firſt, then from whom was it that the In- 
geſtiture of Chriſt's Commiſſion was made to you, 


theſe who are independent on all other Churches 
on Earth, can make the Inveſtiture of a Commiſ- 


ably follow, there is a Catholick Church viſible: 
For, if the Charter by which the Church is con- 
Titute be Catholick, then I humbly conceive. the 
Thurch conſtitute by it is one Catholick Church; 
Yut the former is true by your owning the fore- 


they were conſtitute univerſal Paſtors, and receive] 


no leſs than build it up when planted : The Apofilf 3 
were indeed univerſal Officers of the Catholic 
Church viſible; for, as their Commiſſion was uf 
verſal, ſo they had no Limits of Place, but wej 7 
over all the Churches, and yet are not ſaid toy 3 
ſet in the Churches, but the Church, 1 Cor, 12.1 


Paſtors, yet, by Vertue of this Commiſſion, thf aboi 
are Officers of the univerſal Church, and hay} #* 
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both Apoſtles, Prophets and Teachers were give“ 


66 e 4 
any real 8 or 2 who embraced all unto 
theſe Notions, that lays Claim to that commiſſ pref 
fion; but till lodge their Powers in the Churches} anot, 
of which any one is a Miniſter, becauſe they per. our! 


ceived what was the Conſequence, Thus the Ne 
England's Plat form, Chap. 9. Beſides, this Commily * 
ſion was firſt given to the Apoſtles, and hereby ? 


Power to gather and plant the Church of Chritf # 


And ſo, tho' ordinary Miniſters are not univetlf # 


Catholick Charter or Commiſſion ;! then, how ui Cat! 
this ſtand with every particular Church its beit 
independent on all juriſdiction under Heaw 7 
beſides its own, when every ſingle Church b 


ters 


Member or Part of the Catholick Body? TH. a, 
ma 


Church in which Officers are ſet, or to which th - 
red, 


1 
. 


are given by its adorable Head and Lawgiver, 
not a mere Idea or ſecond Not ion in a Man's Brain 
as you formerly alledged; for all the Members“ 
it are required to have Care one of another, an 
keep themſelves from Schiſm; and, for this Envg 


wat 


(8&4 ) 


ed al | unto it, 1 Cor, 12. 25, 28, and v. 27. they are ex- 


mmiſf? preſly called the Body of Chriſt, and Members one of 
rcheʒ 3 And here I ſhall take the Confeſſion of 


per our Independent Brethren in New England, Plat form, 


> Ne Chap. 2. §S 3. © The militant Church is to be con- 
mam 
ereb 
ceive 
Chris e“ unto him by the Spirit of God, and Faith in 
we their Hearts; Viſible, in reſpect of the Profeſ- 
oli * 
IS Un 
| wel ““ Church, by the Inſtitution of Chriſt, is a Part 
N ee of the viſible militant Church” 
2. N 
bee gas the Independents, p. 53. But, how comes this 
» i = 


3 « reſpect to their Relation wherein they ſtand to 


have] 


bein ſters an authoritative Power to preach to Heathens 


lea and Pagans, in order to bring them in to the 


- 


h ( Church, that they may receive the ſtated and or- 


Ti derly Diſpenſation of Ordinances, as well as it 
h the makes them Miniſters of that Church when gathe- 


Vers 11 red. 


Brau You next tell me, p. 54. that I affirm, p. 153. 


bers“ That he who is baptized, according to the Com- 


er, an © mand of Chriſt, has thereby a ſealed Right co 


s Eye © all the external Privileges belonging to that o- 
given s venant of which Baptiſm is a Seal; and this con- 
unte? | : | 1 2 ” | 0 tines 


e ſidered as viſible and inviſible : Inviſible, with 5 


“ Chriſt as a Body unto the Head, being united 


ee ſion of their Faith, in their Perſons, and in 
(c . a X ” | | ' : 
e“ particular Churches, &c, S 6. A congregational 


But I find the Presbyterians are as inconſiſtent 


about? © We do not, fzy you, pretend to be more 
e than Paſtors to the Catholick Church viſible; and 
reac} © ſo, by the ſame Rule, you preach only as private 
, ev] e Perſons to the reſt of the World,” But, 1. We 
e wil ſay, that Miniſters are Officers of the Catholick 
ere» Church viſible ; and ſo ſays the Apoſtle, 1 Cor. 
y o 12, 28. 2. The ſame Commiſſion, by which the 
u Catholick Church viſible is conſtitute, gives Mini- 


; e #5 
ce tinnes till it be AE ty or Action qe that 
£* of the Perſon. This you defire me to recon- [did no 
Cile with what I ſay, p. 111, and 118. which | ear to 
ſhall do in few Words: p. 111, I hold, that none ſiſible C 
Have a ſaving Right to the ſpiritiual and ſaving has Prof 
Benefits of the Covenant of Grace, but Believers Nme 1 
in Chriſt , p. 18. That an external Profeſſion of teemec 
the true Religion, is ſufficient to a Man's being] But, 

received a Member of the viſible Church; and, Ih laſt 
p. 15 3. That a Perſon being baptized, according yu defi 
to the Command of Chriſt, has a ſealed Right, © for tl 
Now, where is the Contradiction? Are theſe Pro- orthe 
Poſitions contradictory, oppoſed one to another! I taten 
But by this Time I am inured with ſuch Kind af g 0 
_ Anſwers. „„ „ "Tordi; 
| You next tell me of a Suppoſition of mine, feen me 
p. 54. viz, © That the Heart-ſearching Word oi aye | 
God in the Mouth of a Paſtor, cannot convince 14. F 
* and convert a Hypocrite that is a Chur ch- our aſt 
member, and charitably judged a Brother in Hers « 
* Chriſt by the Paſtor,” &c, But where are fer y 
there any ſuch Words of mine, or in what Page hdepen 
of my Book? This is ſomewhat of a Piece with ou rej: 


Places In a Word, I am there ſpeaking, not as 
to the Facts, what Independent Brethren preach ; | ® per 
but how their Preaching hings with their Prin- Pt or 
Ciples, which you have taken Care not to touch. M call 
As to my Meaning about poſitive Evidences, I can m cite 
expreſs it no clearer than what I have done; * as t 


; _ | ( a 
e that is not wilfully blind, may eaſily perceive 
did not intend infallible Ones, I could be very 
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d of 


ſible Church, on his moral and ſeemingly ſeri- 
ws Profeſſion of the Goſpel; tho' at the ſame 
ime I could not determine myſelf he was to be 
ſteemed a Member of the Myftical Body. 

But, leaving your indefinite Charges, I come to 


you defire me To give expreſs Scripture-proof 


ing Ordinances, till the Scandal be removed, at- 


line, 
d of 


ince 14. But, 1. Let me ſee expreſs Scripture for 


ch · Jour aſſerting this Propoſition,vize The Apoſtles and 


r inflders of the Church in Jeruſalem. 2. I ſhall not 
are flier you Presbyterian orthodox Divines, but 


Page pdependents, whom you cannot refuſe, unleſs 
with jou reject them as Brethren alſo, The Perſons 1 
de- figan are the Independents in N. England, Plat- 
if | rm, Chap. 14. FS 2. who ſay, —— © Which 


ext, | Qeclaring the Offender to ly under the publick 


and] Offence of the Church, doth thereby withhold 


heſe | or ſuſpend him from the holy Fellowſhip of the 
ot as | Lord's Supper, till his Offence be removed by 
ach ; 


uch. N called malicious Perverters of the Text, They 


| can Bib cite Mar, 5. 23, 24. Luke 17. 3, 4, Tit. 3. 


and as the Foundation of their Opinion, 


he 
E 


lear to admit a Heathen to be a Member of the 


ke laſt Thing under this Obſerve, p. 56. where 


for this Propoſition, without telling you of all 
orthodox Divines, viz. That a Perſon being over- 
talen in ſome Fault, muſt be debarred from ſeal- 


Tording to Chriſt's Rule,” But here you have not 


en meet to ſet down the Page, left you ſhould 
aye been charged with plain Dealing. It is p. 


à penitent Confeſſion,” This is their Judg- 
rin- ent on Mat. 18, and I with both they and I be 


The 


( 


Let me add, that the Wold chat is tiſþeir B 
neceſſary and appointed Mean for the Con verſahhrtake 
of the moſt flagitious and lewd Hearers; 4 ply T 
tho' they prophane the Word of Promiſe, afhereto 
deſpiſe an offered Chriſt in the Preaching of t Wfible 
Word, yet Miniſters, in allowing ſuch within Hceſſa 
viſible Church, are not acceſſory to their Abujſgriion 
of their Mercy, ſeeing they are under a Neeſþmblz 


ſity of offering Chriſt preached, as the only ae Mer 
dinary and neceſſary Mean of Salvation. So th Waniſh 
are admitted to the ſtated and ordinary Hear Pp low! 


ot the Word, and made the Objects of the pat 
ral Care, that even they may be brought in to 
lieve in Chriſt, the only ordinary poſſible le 
for that End: Thus their ſtumbling at the Wh 
is by Accident, and the Abuſe comes from thi 18 


ſelves. But, as the Lord's Supper is a Seal of af Tek 
Nouriſhment, and ſpiritual Growth in Chrif, A ſ 
preſuppoſeth Faith, and the begun Work of alle. 
in the Partakers. Now, theſe who are opeÞ © the 
flagitious, and evidence themſelves Unbeliewg& mal 
when Members, are not to be admitted to fe © it is 


take of the Sacrament of the holy Supper: 1 * whe 
1. This Ordinance is not an ordinary nee th this 
Mean of Converſion, ſeeing Meat or Drink | 


theſe Elements, cannot nouriſh thoſe who i pder 
nothing of the Life of God in them. 2. || 8 ö 
8 f( 


not a probable Mean or Seal to any Perſon, till 
believe in Chriſt ; ſeeing it can ſeal nothing thafthe Sc 
ſaving toaPerſon whoi is not capable of Nouriſhm 11 

nor of being ſealed up in growing Commun"! nc 
with Chriſt. Thus, as the Lord's Supper is 5 5 » + 
a formal Mean of Converſion, but of furl 
Growth and Nouriſhment to thoſe that are alte 4 is ws 


converted; fo theſe who give no > Diſcover tur 


AD = 

is their - Belief in Chrift, are not to be «dicted to 
verſgartake of that Ordinance, leſt they prophane the 
3 aſſly Things of God, and the Miniſter be acceſſory 
e, aſÞereto : But in the Admiſſion of Members to the 
of able Church this cannot be ſaid, this being the 
hin ti ceſſary and ordinarily poſſible Mean of Con- 
Abigerſion. Theſe Things being duly conſidered, I 
Neef pmbly conceive the Noiſe about the Admiſſion 
nly ae Members to the viſible Church might ſoon 
SO th eyaniſh ; and the Diſtinction is ſupported by the 
Jean to lowing Scriptures, Mat. 7.6. 2 Theſſ. 3.6, 14, 
pale 1 Cor. 11. 27. to the End. But | haſte, ha- 
n to ng deſigned Brevity. 


e l; I come next to your 5th Obſerve; p. 57. 

e Vu hich you tell me, I have not attended to the 
\ thak® Nature of the Argument about the Church of 
| of oi Jeruſalem, &c.” What can be the Reaſon of 


Eſcape in this? 1. Say you, When it is 


arift, 
| alledged by us, that the Scripture-language, in 


of 0 


f 


op 

ier 1 makes for one Congregation; 3 you affirm that 
to 0 it is impoſſible it could be ſo: So that the 
: Ie whole of your Cauſe depends on the Proof of 
ace! « this Impoſſibility, — We have nothing to prove 
ink Þ& till you inftru& your Impoſſibility, &c, Sir, 


10 1 pder Favour, we do not undertake the Proof of 
2. || Negative; and your bare Aſſertions will not 


, tilt aſs for Demonſtrations. It is not your ſaying, 
> th b. e Scripture-language ſpeaks thus, or the other 
i. ſay, that will determine a Cauſe; your Word 


Jill not be admitted as canonical with the think- 
gs Part of Mankind. Beſides, have you not 
ad what I undertook to prove, p. 184 ? No, 
lis was not expedient, ſeeing you durſt not ad- 
Enture to | make. an Anſwer to my Arguments. 
The 


mung! 
18 
* 
furt 
alreg 
eric 
he Wn 


the Deſcription of the Church at Feruſalem, 


concerned my Propoſition, from p. 186, to 1 a. 


& 14tia before the Diſperſion.” Sir, who is itt 


the Way how, and the Occaſion by which t 


e poſſibly meet as one Congregation,” Thus if . 


72 ) 8 
The Propoſition I laid down to be proven, wk Lirere: 


That in the Church of Jeruſalem, there were ſeunWho? t. 
Congregations of Chriſtians, which met for public y Pe 
Worſhip, &c. This was my Poſitive, and I alle OF 
ged four Arguments for the Confirmation of iſ mor 
and ſo we ſhall examine what you have brougff® lem. 


againſt rheſe, 1. Say you, I muſt prove that ou ha 


i theſe converted at Jeruſalem, were Member W firm 


« that Church.” This I have done, ſo far P. 


But you can advance, inſtead of anſwering, © e a 


* when we come to ſpeak of Impoſlibilities [9 be 


ce will be hard to prove it impoſſible that th ble c 
< were not Churches throughout Fudea and6; Wngu, 
nc: 


ſhifts Scripture-proot now ? Let me ſee one Af 4. 85 
tion of mine ſo diſreſpectful to ſacred Hiſtory, G 10 Apo 
giving an exact and circumſtantiate Account coul 


that 
Goſpel came to go forth from Jeruſalem, as this. "I I 


yours. We are not here to ſpeak of abſolFou to 
Impoſhibilities, or Poſſibilities ; but what we h Ponclu 
Ground to believe, after the Holy Ghoſt, has bþ 
ſo expreſsas to this Point, Acts 8. By this 5 


. 8. 
whe 
have aSwatch of your Candor among other 
ſtances. * 

2. Say yt It muſt alſo be made mani 
et that there was no Place before the Diſper6iol | 
here all the Members of this Church coi 


. be, 
Dve q 
our ( 
Wat [ 

juc 


muſt again prove a Negative. But either anſil 


what J have ſaid, p. 204, Cc. or elſe prove y 
own Affirmative. All they to whom Peter pref . S 


e 
en. 


ed, no doubt underſt ood him when he ſpoke in t 
Languages ey were verſant in; but that he . 


( 73 ) 


» wall ivered himſelf only in one Language, is not ſaid, 


/everFho? the Subſtance of his Sermon iS narrated to us 
puolihy ts ſacred Hiſtorian in Greek,” 


alle 3. Say you, © I muſt prove there was no com- 


of i mon Language among the Diſciples at Jeraſa- 
Coun 


verify Y firmative 3 for I have made it good there were 
1 W Diverſity of Languages and Dialects among 
0 "f 


1 3 ble of being inſtructed in it, as in their native 
d 


Mcluſive, 


AYR. Say you, I muſt alſo prove, That the twelve 
ory, W Apoſtles, "the then Paſtors of that Church, 
ount : could not find Room for their Gifts in a Church | 
80 | that allembled every Day in | the Temple,” op 


1 


as be 4 85 Say you, It wal next be . appear, that | 


this Then the Diſperſion was, any more of the 
her EC Church remained in Jeru/alem, than as many 
as could aſſemble in one Place.” This, in the 


_— ic, is a Negative alſo; and ſo I leave you to 
perfil pve the Affirmative ; and when you have done 
1 colour Cauſe is intire, The Reader may conſider 


hus Mat I have ſaid on this Head, p. 192, Cc. and 
anſußn judge of your Way of anſwering, This is 
e you have aid. 

pre 5. Say you, I muſt alſo demonſtrate, that all 


eint be. Myriads of the believing Jews were 
4 . Members of the Church at Jeruſalem,” I have 
liek n mon ___- gwen 


lem.“ Thus I have another Negative. But, it 
hat ou have the Honour of a Diſputant, prove the 


gem, And when you have finiſhed this, then 
Pe a ſuitable Proof they were all as well ac- 
＋ «i ainted with that common Language, and ca- 


@ngue : For without this my Argument 1s ſtill 


— a4 
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1 


have not as yet ſeen any Anſwer. This I hanl 


* Skill on the Word Myriads, to ſhew that it Wl 
ee ways, in the New Tele, is to be taken i 


ce taken Luke 12. 1.” To this I anſwer, 1, Thi 
the Myriads ſpoken of in that Text, was not «fl 
Congregation ordinarily metting to hear one h. / 


ners, and communicate at one Table. The ca 
trary of this is expreſly declared, and the graf 


were in great Confuſion, contrary to that Ora 
and Regularity required in the Church-aſſen 


rr — - * — 


Head 


( 74 
given my Reaſons why | thought theſe mentio bold 
ned, Act, 21. were Members of that Church, and eie 


th 
i ag 


ſpoke to before, and alſo in my Book, þ 20H bon 
ſhall « 


You add, p. 60. © That I may try my critic; 


7 . 


c“ ſignify Ten rhouſana., and that it muſt be Head 


Tepre! 
F 1 hen 
ſtor, to judge all the People, overſee their Mu M 
9 UQIC: 
Carpi 
Diſorder among them is pointed out in moſt eng the P 
phatick Terms, They trode one on another, u wo 
1 no 
#* but 


blies, 1 Cor, 14. This was indeed a Mob, a : bi 


3 
much occaſioned on Account of a Miracle; af 


can be no Argument for the Paucity of theft f 
Number, ſeeing Experience tells us, what Nur ,, 12 
bers many Times are crouded together on nes Th 

lar Actions. 2. When I compare ſeveral Ten den 
in which I find this Word made Uſe of, ſuch . er 


Heb, 2. 12. Jude 14. Rev. 5. 11, 1 have no Hep? 


ſitation to believe, that many Ten thouſands wel xe 158 
expreſſed by it. The Word 1 own is for mi, I. Pl 
Part a definite Number put for an indefinite; an ö ; 75 


in all theſe Texts it queſtionleſs includes mo a 

than the preciſe Number ſignified by that Wolf Ih $ 

3. The Word, Ads 21. 29. is introduced with ot 

firong Emphaſis, How many Ten thouſands, It 

not only Myriads, but, 8 many Myriads, 

Ten thouſands. Thus part with vou on tht 
NN Heal 


Head of the Church of Jeru/alem, and leave your 
bold Afertions in the Concluſion to have what 


: I Weight they will with your Admirers ; for I am 


I hay * 


24 


ritie hall only add, That it will be more than difficult 


it to ſhew any real Oppoſition between me and the 
pther Perſon you inſinuate, who has written on this 


ken tt 


os 


£ 


ot come next to your 6th Obſerve, p. 62. and 
ne P18 {EP 
Mal Answer to me, on the Head of the Subordination of 


e co 


he Point in Debate, repeated over and over in 


5, al N 


my Book. 2, You tell me, p. 64. Were it 


the 


1 
4 


were given primarily to the Univerfality of 


their Riſe merely from the Impoſlibility of their 
joining together --- Unto whom does the Gift of 
“ Ordinances and Privileges belong, in the next 
F* Place, ---- but unto them that can conveniently 

* aſſemble for the Enjoyment of them all? To 


moi b 
mo 
Wor 


with! 
It! 


Tithe whole Body, and ſecondarily unto the leveral 


K 2 „pers 


f the Mind they will have little Weight with 
ſuch as are capable to judge for themſelves, 1 


be feed. YourDexteriry in this Point conſiſts in Miſ- 
Tul fepreſentations, Concealments, and ſuch Practices. 


Shen I have gone over it, inſtead of any direct 


Judicatories, I find nothing but poor Shifts and 
Tarpings, with long Stories that come not near 


our Miſſive. 1. Say you, p. 62. © You have 
not yet manifeſted a viſible Body of Chriſt, 
e but a Congregation of vifible Members of his 
F< myſtical Body, &c. But, ſay I, I have efta- 
pliſhed this Head already, and more than once in 


fa true, as it is falſe, that you ſay, p. 88. 89. 
. That Goſpel-Ordinances and Church-Privileges 


* Profeſſors; and that particular Aſſemblies have 


to this I anſwer, That primarly they belong unto 


diſtinct Congregations, which are Parts or Mem- 


„ 
bers of that whole Body. This has been alreadd “ Gi 
ſpoke to, and all your popular Harangue com eq 
not near the Queſtion. 5 85 ee to 
3. You tell me, p. 65.“ That the Scriptuſ ever 
«© Unity, or Oneneſs of theſe Churches, u to pa 
de of the Catholick Church, noways favauf ſee tl 
cc Provincial and National Synods, c. Bu The - 


1. What Presbyterian ever aſſerted, that i cCongr 
Catholick Body viſible, is one external ſtated a Mor! 
actual Aſſembly ? But of this before. 2. If tMChri! 
Catholick Body be an Object of Senſe, tu gathe 
it is viſible, and may be ſeen. 3. That wh Fart! 
is revealed, is an Article I am bound to Mathe 
lieve; but that there is ſuch a Thing ou 
Catholick viſible Church revealed, is evidsMconc 
from the Scriptures mentioned by me, and cull 
yet anſwered but by Aſſertions. 4. You furth 
add, in the Exceſs of your Modeſty, „ That yþ8 
know no viſible Union of this Body — excog#< 7 
you could make one viſible Paſtor and Biſhop, Ge f 
But we contend, That that viſible Biſhop you 
ſinuate, has all along been againſt General Couſ® 
cils, as I could evince in ſeveral Inſtances, were] ti 
needful; and all we plead for, is none of, 
favourite Principles. I am not to inſiſt on tif 
Account you give of your Faith on this Head, 
is only clear Arguments and Anſwers I am ca 
comed wh 3 4 
4. You tell me, p. 70. That the Gift of 0 
“ ficers for perfecting and edifying the Bodfvi 
© of Chriſt, in the Scripture-Account of it, giv! 4 
©. no Support to the Subordination of Jaciogipoſtl 
ce tories, but the contrary, ** This is hard. af verſs 
how is it made good? O, it is very clear, I Conf 
yu, © Your Argument, p. 88, to prove that 8 Both 
6“ Gil 


% 


; 0 
8 


1 


readh | &« Gift was not made to Congregations, will with — 
rom © equal Evidence manifeſt, that it was not made 
© to your Catholick viſible Body. But, who 
iptuf ever ſaid, that the Gift of Officers was not made 
a to particular Congregations? Mean while, let us 
ro © ſee the Proof, It appears, /ay you, becauſe 1 ſay, 4 
Doe Apoſtles were not a Deed of Gift to particular 

W Congregations, their Commiſſion extending to the whole [0 
World. This was told before, and anſwered. 
It u chriſt's Commiſſion impowered the Apoſtles to 
the Weather a Church from the four Winds of the 

hi Earth, and to be Catholick Officers in it when 


1 1 : 
d a 4 


to Wathered, What is this but a pitiful Juggle ? wy 
vou come to anſwer my Argument, p. 263. (tho? 

vide 4 oncealed by you) and then go back to p. 88. and 

d cull out half a Sentence in the midſt of the Con- is 
urthÞ@exion, becauſe you were aware of meddling 0 
lat yp 4 ith it in Groſs. In the ſame p. you tell me, 41 
exc}#F* That ſometimes I acknowledge, that the Body, 

"No . for perfecting of which Chriſt gave the A- 

oui“ poſtles, &c. is the inviſible Church, Cc. 


Couſ 'But, 1. Jam ſtill of the Opinion, That inten= _ (i 
were tionally the Apoſtles were given, not to build up | | 
of ha mere viſible Church, but that which is inviſible li 
on ns alſo; but at the fame Time hold, that they | I 
ead, 1 ere given to the Church as viſible; and, under 
m cal this abſtract Notion, it conſiſted both of good bl 
and bad, But, if we take it in a complex Senſe, ' 
of off [ chen its Members are a Part of the Catholick in- 1 
> Bod viſible Church, and the truly valuable Part of ||! 
A ir the vifble Church here on Earth. 2. The As: : 
Judcſpoſtle were given to be Paſtors of this whole uni- 
1 Bof verſal Body, and not fixed to any particular 4 
Ar, 2 f ong regation, 18 12. 28. Eph, 4. 119 12. 
at 'the Both which Scriptures are owned to ſpeak of the 


4e Gif viſible 


” 
viſible Church Catholick, by no leſs learned TI. | 
dependent than Hooker, as was before noted. But, or in 
not to repeat what has been before ſaid to the the « 
preſent Purpoſe, nor to inſiſt on your ſtrong 
Aſſertions and uncharitable Charges, 1 ſhall only 
add, That I never underſtood P/ al. 68, as a pro. 
phecy concerning the Church as inviſible, which: 
you inſinuate without any juſt Ground. | 
You next come to my 2d Argument, p.76. whit 
is founded on Mat. 18. here you fay, „ Th 
ce this Text is as clear againſt me, as any of tld 
© Words that began to be ſpoken by our Lord hin 
ee while here on Earth. But indeed this is nothin 
_ againſt me at all, but the contrary : But you add 
<« I reft ſatisfied in the Apoſtolick Explication off 
& them, 1 Cor. 5, 11. compared with Acts u 
& 28, Now, becauſe I am wearied, and inclinev| 
© make ſhort Work, I refer you to examine ub te + 
< have ſaid about the Church of Corinth, ai 
„ that amazing Sentence, p. 451, Cc. whichs[$i 
& yet untouched by you. Again, you tell ne 
4e That theſe Words, Mat. 18, have no Ref a 
c rence to the Jewiſh Church, or to the Ma} 
* ner of their Excommunication ; ?* But, all] 
have for this is your Word, and therefore pi? 
it, You add, © That when I alledge, that ou 
& Scheme of Government was in the Jer 
„ Church, and that every Thing elſe but it, 
e the Order of that Church, is aboliſhed, yo 
„ might as well make no Pretence about the Jen 
* i Church, and eſtabliſh it on Nature's Light 
& for it is your right Reaſon tells you what | 
<« Moral in this Caſe, and what not. But J a 
ſwer, Is Man to lay afide Reaſon in explaining 
Scripture, and deducing Conſequences therefron 
| 0 


a 


| eg 0 TO oats 

But, or in judging what is Moral, and what Typical in 
 theÞithe Old Teftament ? By what Means then are 
rong we to judge of the Meaning of Scripture ? Are 
on we to exprect immediate Revelation, to tell us, 
Pro- this is Moral and that is Typical? In a Word, 
hichf at this Rate, no Scripture-conſequence, however 
clear and evident, is of Divine Authority, but only 


Vic Nature's Light, ſeeing Men made Uſe of their 


The Reaſon in deducing theſe from their Premiſſes. 

tie But ſays the learned Dr. Owen on Heb, Vol. 2. 
mel bi, p. 217. © The Validity of the Apoſtle's 
th Reaſoning, ſometimes depends on the Certainty 
add of Logical Maxims ; and ſo to deny this Liberty 

2n ae of deducing Conſequences, or one Thing from 

s 10% 


another, according to the juſt Rules of Ratioci- 


inen ge nation, is quite to take away the Uſe of Scrip> 


Wü ge ture, and to baniſh Reaſon from thoſe Things 
„ani wherein it ought to be principally employed. 
ichö Bir, if I were at an End of this Miſſive, I hope 
I my never to engage with One that has caſt off Reaſon 


Reſeſ as a Mean of judging concerning Things Sacred - | 
Mar} But this is of a Piece with your diſregarding Con- 

all texts, as before, p. 17. In fine, you add, © That 
e pal} e the Jews were bound to reprove one another 
it ouf fe for Sin, there is no Queſtion ; but how you find 
Jeni) the ſecond Degree of Admonition in theſe Texts, 
it, ' that ſhew Facts behove to be proved in Judg- 
og“ ment,” &c. Herein your uſual Method, you 


Jer have concealed the Pages of my Book, where 

icht this Argument and theſe Texts are to be ſeen, and 

* all along, ſince you entred on theſe Arguments, 
au. 


Ja ſave once; The Page is 268. Now, I am of the 
ning Mind I was in the right in citing theſe Scriptures, 
from ſand that they prove all that was intended by me, 

I cho' they were a Rule allo to eſtabliſh Facts in cri- 


1 minal 


— — — RAE — no TE Cane cnn net ys — 
—— — - - 1 4 D — . . — — - 
— 2 * — — 8 15 — — — " 4 : h "7 wy 2 3 Rp a 1 
"_— 9 — - — - * — — > — - - ** 3 — — % — — — WT — — — —— —— 
— : X * 7 * — — 8 * ” —_ oY = — . * 0 
— — — — —— — b = — FLA —— — — . . = hs a 
5 4 . 2 pr - 1 — — — — —— — — - - - 
—.— — — —— 1 : — —— — Main ae tens — —— +» : _ : woes — — — ͥ— man LE > * Ss oo. = -_ - L0G , mags" 7 — 0 — = — — 
= *: . BS - * — I. *, * * 9 4 LO 
x — x - 4 2 rr ACS 4 . . - . — — 
* wats r rr 9 "IO 5 — N . wy ö 9 , Ss * > : I - TOE Cn — x LL —— — — 2 2 wang 
— — — _ — — — — 2. — — ae eo tt AI ha Ln out —— - ws 1 — 1 . ——— * 0 \ — _s — — 1 — — cy 
. a 0 F p p 


” 


— 8 rag, 2 
— — — 
2 ” 2K. 
* — 
———6— —— —ͤ—e—äñ — 
" 1 

— E 
* — — — - 


ww 0 * GERI 1 
- _—— — — 2 
TE ron — 5 * 24 
hq -- noon — 2 2 — 
2 — 
” S — 
— — 


6 80 


5 
f 
? 


minal Cauſes : : 80, Deut. 19. 15. One Witneſ; ral Wo 
not riſe up againſt a Man for any Iniquity, or for ani BY 
Sin, in any Sin that he ſinnetb: At the Mouth FA 
two Witneſſes, or three, &c. Here is a generic ing 

| Rule without Reſtriction p and I find our In .. 
dependent Brethren in New England, Platform, 1 1 not 
Cha « 14. § 2. take it in the ſame Latitude 1 has 4 th 
done : Their Words are on the ſecond Degree d in G 
Admonition, © But if the Offender hear not hi y A 


. Brother, the Brother offended is to take wink 


cc him one or two more, that in the Mouth Wl 


© two or three Witneſſes every Word may be eſt: 


ce bliſhed. ” The ſame Rule is alluded to, 1 Tin 13 


19. Beſides, the ſame Independent Brethraf 
; hold, Platform, Chap. 15. That the Degrees df 
Admonition extend unto Churches by Way 6 
Proportion, no leſs than private Offences. 
ſame Thing is expreſly owned by Mr. Parker, «= 


His Polit. Eccleſ. L. 3. p. 23, 355. Thus my Rer. 1 


ſoning, Chap. 5. on Mat. 18. and p. 270, &c, i 
owned to be good even by the Independents, a 
to the Subordination of Courts; and 1 find not hit 
you have advanced againſt it, fave in Aſſerti-] 
ons without any ſuitable Proof : As for your im. 
pertinent Queſtions, and Wranglings inſtead off 
Anſwers, from p. 78. to 83. as they do not touci] 
the Strength of my Argument, ſo they are Siga 
of a deſperate Cauſe : And the very Foundation] 
of your Cavils and Quibbles on Mat. 18. hatl 


As for your pity ing me for having ſo much to do 
with Jewiſh Writers, 


Ti 


* 


and canting over to you A 


1 5 
Nad a 


Fir 


wards 


Thrift 


mot | 
Pecie, 


pray 
ne m 
And C 
been more than once ſpoken to in this Miſſive.] 


am 
Mead 
3Cloſ 


deal of Stuff; I am obliged to you for your father-| 
ly Concern, but ſhall be glad I have never greater 
Need of Compaſſion. J hall only further cy 


* 
Ras By 
23 

Fl * 

* 


1 * 
1 : 


Yo 
$5: 5 


g "7A 3 
het you ſay, p. 79. about Women: Say you, C Ag 
9 © to Women, you muſt be determined by your 


F“ ing of Pſalms, Oc.“ To theſe I anſwer, That 


. have already ſhown, that the Church, Mat. 18. 
A Is not to be underſtood of private Members, but 
ane 


pnly of Rulers, and conſequently Women have 


ee apo Concern in juriſdictional Tranſactions, either 
dy Aſſent or Diſſent. Beſides, if Women may 


with: ak in the Exerciſe of Diſcipline, and give their 

th d 7 Juffrage i in inflicting the Sentence of Excommuni- 

_ Wation, then they may equally ſpeak in the Exer- 
wh 


-hraB cluded in che greater: But ſo it is, that a Woman 

es 0l no where authorized, ſo far as I know, to re- 

1 + nuke her Husband, her Father Or Paſtor, eſpeci- 
The 


Er in 2 aſſembled Church, this being a Degree 


* 


yriſtians may pray, &c. But theſe Argumer.s will 


ouch peciem. Excuſe the Logicks. Becauſe "he may 
Signs Pray or ſing Pſalms, is a bad Argument to infer, 
ation ne may be concerned 1 in the Exerciſe ot Diſc pline 
hath And Government in the Church. I muſt now oun, 
ſſive. am wearied with ſuch Trifling, and Stories in- 

0 ay | Pad of Anſwers, and therefore ſhall haſte to a 


loſe. 


| $5: and tell me, «© It is as clear a Pattern of the 
. L | Rte | Con- 


« Senſe of 1 Cor. 14, whatever it be. Again, 
, 80. © You may alſo thus debar them from ſing- 


If Teaching, and indeed to uſurp Authority over 

She Man, expreſly contrary to 2 Tim, 2. 12. 1 

6 Pad almoſt forgot, that you tell me, That we may 
s well debar them for ſinging Pſalms : > God forbid, 
his minds me of the Female Writer againſt Ed- 

74% p. 7. who fays on this Head. Private 


Pot be concluſive, that are affirmative à genere ad 


You come next, p. 83. to my Argument on Alt- | 


ie of all leer Cenſures ; for the leſſer are ſtill 
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© fioners from Antioch, &c.” But is this thi 


F 8 


5 „„ 
© Congregational Way, and 2 againſt the Subor. 
e dination of Judicatories, as is to found i 
& any one Paſſage of the Acts. My Anlwer i 
very ſhort, namely, That there is not oue Paſſag 
in the Act againſt the Subordination of Judicats{ 
ries, nay, nor in the whole New Teſtament: 01 tl 
Mean Time, have you made any direct Anſwer tf 
what I have ſaid againſt you on this Head? Nt 
one Word; nor have you referred to one Page 
my Book about it, tho' | have delivered my Min 
from p. 288, to 328. But paſſing your Preambl 
wherein you woncer that this Text ſhould bel 
much inſiſted on, as a Pattern for Synods of ani 
Kind, &c, The moſt remarkable Thing I find u 
this Head, is a long Diſcourſe made up of if ai 
| but*s;, and then after you have told Things in tu 
comical Dreſs, you defire me to draw my Couch 
ſion from what you have ſaid, and ſay, © Whe 
& ther the whole Church here diſtinguiſhed fron 
© the Presbytery of Jeru/a/em, be the Commiſ 


Way of a Diſputant,to frame Premiſſes to himſcl, : 
without anſwering theſe of his Antagoniſt, and the 
defire him to draw his Concluſion. I laid dow 
Premiſſes that will {upport my. Concluſions, an 
you have not attempted to give any Anſwer tÞ 0 
them, more than by Antiſcriptural Aſſertions, ..- 
will ſoon appear, In this Manner you tell me, 
87. That it is very clear that Paul and Barnav 
<< were not Members of the Synod at Jeru/alenf 
© from As 15, 22. But where does this Clear 


neſs appear? Is it becauſe Paul and Barnabas ai 
mentioned as the Perſons with whom Judas an 
Silas were to go down to Antioch ?! This is all 
can find, Now, how is this Conſequence proven 
wa 3 a namely 


* 
5 


„ 
namely, Becauſe Paul and Ba nabas are named by 
that Synod, as Perſons with whom Judas and Silas 
aſſag 
Ucato. 


Zot that Synod? 1 ſuppoſe it ſhould have been ſaid, 


ment | | 

wer u Lat it pleaſed the Apoſtles and Elders with the whole 
Na Curch, &c. to ſend choſen Men with Peter and 

age me, to Antioch; will this Concluſion be good; 

Min here fore they were not Members of that Com- 

\mbl:P2"Y who ſent Judas and Silas with them: Vet 

| be (1s Concluſion, by all that I am able to perceive, 


of a5 equally good with the former; and I am per- 
ind u 
FP; an 
in thi 
ouch 
Whe 
| fron 


mmi. 2 


for it, which you force us to believe is not Cano- 


+ this Company of Brethren, was a Company, to 


is th 
imſel 
1d the 
dow 
's, and 5 : . 
wer rut in your ꝙeech before the Commiſſion, p. 9. you 


ſturbance made at Antioch by the falſe Teach- 


* 


ſay, and that from Paul and Barnabas, and the 


ns, 4 ſay, (Theſe Decrees were ordained by the Apoftles 


me, and theſe Elders, with the Brethren that were 


ayn ab 15 in J eruſalem, before the Queſtion and Diſpute 
1 alen vas raiſed at Antioch ; even that Company that 
Now, I deſire you may diſ- 


2” 


ClearP * ſays, v. 23, 24. 


bas ad cover to your Admirers, which of theſe Aſſerti- 
44 and ons are trueſt, viz, The Decrees were ordained by 
the Apoſtles, Cc. before the Queſtion and Diſpute 
Was 1aiſed at Antioch ; or whether the News of 
chat Diſpute behoved to be notified to the Apoſtles 

3 and 


3 all 
Yroveng 
ameh, ö 


were to go down to Antioch : Therefore Paul and 
Barnabas were not of that Company, or Members 


waded you are among the firſt that ever held this 
Alertion, but we have nothing but your Word 


ical; for, p. 85. © You ſay this whole Church, 
* which the Account of the Miracles and Won- 
% ders God had done among the Gentiles by Paul 
and Barnabas, was News, and to which the Di- 


ers and their Doctrine was known only by Hear- 


* Commiſſioners from Antioch, v. 12, 23, 24. Py. 
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and Elders, &c, by Pau and Barnabas and the 
' Commiſſioners from Antioch, before any Decrees 
about it could be enacted? Sir, you have a Dex- 
terity in raiſing 'imaginary Inconſiſtencies, and] 
expect you will ſhew an equal Skill in reconciling 


| any Scripture in the New Teſtament that wil 
- vouch this Aﬀertion, either expreſly or by lawful 


and bring Acts 16. 4. as a Proof of it, which it 


to prove, that Paul and Barnabas were Member 


fore Paul and Barnabas were of the Company wh 
enacted theſe Decrees. But becauſe 1 make UI 
of my Reaſon in drawing this Concluſion, I an 


84 


A rear e EL RL 
Now I find I am turned over to your Speech be- 


fore b Commiſſion ; as for your Anſwer to the De ap. 
aeg of National Churches, that Author is ful ur I 
able "to defend himſelf, if there were any Occai Pau 


fiop : You fay, p. 9. in your Speech, The Decret 
about the keeping of Moſes's Law by the Gentiles 
mere ordained by the Apoſtles and Elders of the Churc 
in Jeruſalem. Now, I defire you may let me fee 


Conſequence : The ſame Thing you repeat, p. 10, 


expreſs Words declares the contrary : For inftead 
of ſaying, The Apoſtles and Elders of the Church ii falſe 
Jeruſalem, it ſays, The Apoſtles and Elders whiM poſt 
were at Jerufalem, From which I here undertake 


of that Aſſembly, wherein the Decrees were enatt- 
ed, which is reſufed by you, p. 9. and ſince in you! 
Letter, notwithſtanding I had expreſly quarrelled 
it in my Book, . 319. my Proof is thus, the De- 
crees were ordained by the Company of the A 
poſtles and Elders which were at Jeruſalem, Ach 
16. 4. but Paul and Barnabas were Apoſtles, and 2 
Jeruſalem when the Decrees were enacted: There 


afra 


the 
Tree) 
Dex- 
ind | 
1ling 


h be. 
e De. 
fully 
Decca 
ecree 
tiles, 
Hurci 
1e ſet 
t wil 
aw ful 
p. 10, 
ich in 
nſtead 
rch i 
which 
ertake 
-mbets 
enatt* 
n you 


rrelledf 


1e De- 
the A. 
hy At: 
and a 
There 
1y. wht 
ke Wl 


1 


J att 
afraid 
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raid you will caſt the whole: And therefore 1 
uft take the Freedom to tell you, that it is 
ned by the Independents in New England, who 
preſly take Acts 15. to be a Pattern of Synods, 
d fay, theſe are an Ordinance of Chriſt, and that 
ul and Barnabas were Delegates from the Church 


Antioch, and Members of that Synod 


; 9 


ap. 16. § 1, 6. You tell me further, N. aß 


ords you cite, v. 22. diſcover they gave their 


ence of what Peter had ſpoke, and the Thing 
lyered by them was plainly on the Cauſe, and 


at related to the Gentiles of whom Peter wag | 


You add p. 10. of your 1 « That the 


falſe Teachers uſcd the Authority of the A. 


poſtles and Elders of this Church, from whence 
they came out, 2gainſt Paul and Barnabas, v. 1. 
But does the Text ſay, That 


22 


2, 24, 25. FR N 
ſe falſe Teachers came to Antioch from the 


durch of Jeruſalem? Nay, does it not expreſy 
lare, they came down from Judea, v. 1. Now, 
ording to your own Argument, the Certain 
ich came out from us, v. 23, 24. muſt imply, 


at the Elders of the Church of Judea were 


re; ſeeing theſe falſe Teachers that came from 
Ence, are ſaid to come out from Us, If they 


e from Juden, then the Perſons from whom 
y came, there mentioned, muſt be the Elders 
theſe Churches, no leſs than that of Jeruſalem, 
Iich was but one of them, And what is more, 


997 
ei 
| 
} 
1 
1 
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' 
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ut Letter, „ That you can find v. Mentihr . 
Paul and Barnabas giving their ſudgment ars 
Suffrage. But what 1 have faid, and the very 


irage; and what is ſaid, v. 12. clearly intimates 
y gave their Judgment, and that in Conſe- 
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“ Church Order, Cc.“ But, 1. Was it the Wo 
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there is not the leaſt TEARS TY v. 4. that the 
Elders ſpoken of, were only theſe of Jeruſalen 
any more than that the Apoſtles were only the 
Apoſtles of that Church; which is abſurd. No 
is there the leaſt Inſinuation, that the Chu 
mentioned in that Verſe, came together with ; 
Apoſtles and Elders, but the contrary, v 
Again, p. 11. The Word of God, /ay you, c cam 
©« gout from this Church to Antioch. and to! 
ee the World, and from thence they had tha 


ſhipping aſſembly of Jeruſalem, paſtors and Peopl : Sy 
that planted the Church at Antioch ? This wary or 
Proof. But, 2. What is the Inference tro for 
thence ? Does it thence follow that Autioch mt A 
not a free Church, but ſubje& to the Determin . 
tions of the Elders and People in Jeruſalem! ¶ min 
the Church of Antioch, and its Presbytery, nh 1 
ject to no Juriſdicte on wider Heaven in its Diſcipli the 
then, contrary to your own Principle, one Ina. 5 
pendent wa fubject to another. Again, you ad om n 
Ibid. e The Apoſtles were in this Church, all} eie 
© with the Elders of this Church, where they Ney o 
gan their Miniſtry, and ſettled all Matters d Su; 
Importance, &c.” But, 1, It muſt be proveſ. * 
that the Apoſtles, in this Matter, acted by an eſſſ er te 
traordinary and immediate Influence, as in . col. 
penning of the Scripture, The contrary of iiantin 
I made appear, but it is overlooked by you. Nout t 
Will the Apoſtles, their being in this Churqe Cn 
make any Man infer, that the Church of At: n 
in which there were Apoſtles alſo was ſubject ur ITY p 
the Church of Jeruſalem ? I am fo far Indepe ured 
dent, that I know no Scripture that author! R 


one Church to have Authority over anoth 


($9. ) 5 
parately conſidered; and to imagine otherwiſe, 
zwours too much of an extravagant Principle, 


eld by a certain Church in the World. 


at: the 
ſalen 
y thi 


Na olved to be no more with it, 1o you may 


oy rite and impoſe on the credulous as much as 
. J ou have a mind ; but the Event of theſe Things 
2. dangerous. In your Conclalion, I find, As 1. 

Wl! 


d 6. Cited as Proofs, that a worſhipping Con- 


50.3 egation has an immediate Concern and Title 
d the give their Aſſent and Diſſent in the Exerciſe 
: Vo Diſcipline | and jũuriſdiction. But, 1. Con- 
Peopger and give a plain Anſwer to what 1 have 
7 * d on theſe Texts, p. 230. 386. before you take 


for granted, chey are ſubſervient to your Puc- 
dſe. You next cite Acts 11. 1,-4. but for what 
dod Purpoſe, I know not, if it be not to put me 
mind, that Peter endeavoured to ſatisfy the 
ms at Jeruſalem, ot the juſtneſs of his going un- 
the Gentiles, which no doubt was his Duty 3 


"ch W 
ar min 
mt? | 
was {ul 
ſep! 1 
e Ind 
oui ad 
ch, 4 
they 
ters 


dm thence, that Judicatories of Chriſt muſt 
lend an Act of Diſcipline or Juriſdiction, till 
ey obtain the Aſſent of every private Chu iſtian. 
o Support the ſame Thing, you ſet down Matth. 


Prong. but take care all along to ſhiſt any direct An- 
an "Wer to what I have ſaid on that Text. And then 
Y * col elude, you refer me to Acts 11. 22. Now, 


vou. 


Churd but the Succeſs of the Goſpel at Antioch, was 


e Church at Jeruſalem; yet I refuie the Con- 


£4 uznce, namely, That the THEY who ſent 
5 3 = th Barnabas, were the whole Members of that 
ber urch. The whole Church might be in {Orme 


anot h 


ſexo" 


could 


Sir, I am wearied with ſuch trifling, and am 


t by no good Conſequence it will follow wr 


anting the Church, which is ſaid to be informed 


yet the Authoritative Miſſion of Barnabas 
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could only be by ſuch as were veſted with Pony 
for that End. This Kind of Miſſion was not th 
Deed of all, as is plain from Acts 8. 14. when 

we find the Apoſtles ſending forth Peter and 5h 
to Sarartiay without the leaſt Hint of tl 
Churches Concern therein. If this Text proy 
any Thing, it proves too much, viz, I 
the whole Church were equally concerned, ai 
ated the fame Part in this Miflion with the 
poſtles; for the THEY are ſaid to ſend the 

forth conjunctly, without the leaſt Hint of a 
| Part's acting authoritatively, and another mere 
by Conſent. In a Word, the Apoſtle endites h 
Epiſtle to the Church of Corinth, when he 3 
points the Excommunication of the inceſtuo 
Man; yet it was only the Deed of the Rule 
ot that Church. And 2 Cor. 2. 6. it is called tt 
Sentence of the Chief Ones; and ſo the origin 
Word is taken Matth. 6. 25. and 12. 41, 42, | 
fine, Churches are ſaid to ſend Members 
Councils, and yet the Deed of Miſſion was ol 
that of the Rulers, as I could make evident! 
many Inſtances, As for Act, 15. Once anſv 
what I have. ſaid about the whole Church, v. 
before you take it for the private Chriſtia 
or worſhipping Aſſembly, and till then, Cypria 
Sentiments is of no Weight with me; nor do 
he any where in his 6th Epiſtle, alledge a 
more than his own private Reſolution for | 
Practice. Beſides, his having purpoſed with hit 
ſelf from the firſt Time he entred on his Ep 
ſcopate, to do nothing without the Counſel 
the Presbyters, and the Conſent of the Peopf 
will never be an Argument that the People h 
a Negative on the Presbytery, or that each I 


. = 8 8 
Ne Church was to be perſonally preſent and give 
Poregent before any juriidiftional Act could be paſt. 


not tig this was never the Practice of the Chriſtian 


whe arch z ſo it is void of all Foundation in the 

1d of cred Oracles. I am very far from approving 

f tf iniſters their lording it over God's Heritage, 

t P10 at the fame Time I know no Right the People 
Ive to a joint Concurrence in juriſdictional Ma- 

-d, Woement. This is void of Precedent, either un- 


the 
d the 
of o 
mere 


r the Old or New Teſtament, 


an Agreeableneſs to my Promiſe in the Entry; 


ites preſentations, baſe Calumnies, and uncharitable 
he 4 nſures were never caſt upon any Society of Men, 
* an what you have done on that, of which once 
IAU 


led Wndent in the known World would have done 


Or1giWe like but yourſelf, I leave it to others, who 
42. Wall read your Conduct in this Miffive, to judge, 
ny the Methods purſued by you have the Appea- 
45 0 


ident 


* L Debt he owed to it, p. 91. Candovir in laying 
An 


Adverſary's Mind and Words before the 


% "World, and citing the Places where they may be 
WI und, is ſomewhat agreeable to ſuch a Pretence; 
"ad 40 t how much of this, and that of a fair Anſwe- 
or dd 


ge al 
for 
th hi 
is by 
unſel ( 
Peopf 
ple h 
each 


ery Reader to judge. l remember | have heard 
always as a Complaint on the Church of Rome, 
at when there was a Hiſtory of the Council 


Sir, I have finiſhed my Anſwer; and, I hope 


d muſt now tell you, that more notorious Miſ- 


du was a Member; and am perſwaded no Inde- 


nce of one, who wrote for the Sake of Faith, and 


er, is to be found in your Performance; I leaye * 


Trent written out by an ingenuons Hand, which 
as not much for the Credit of that Intefeſt, in 
e Counter-hiſtory they publiſhed, they took 
Are not to narrate the Pages oppoſed by them, 
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by them. I might alſo ſay unto you, as Aufi 


nor ſet down the expreſs Words; and fo, when = 
Anſwer appeared, they could put them to run ti 


Circle, and ſay theſe were not the Places meant 


gn 


Reaſo; 


to Julian the Pelagian, Reſtore me my Words, an 
thy dreaming Imaginations will vaniſh, 
Sir, as I freely forgive your Treatment anc 


unhandſom Practices; ſo I deſire from the Heart 

to pray for you. I ſhut up this Controverſy, / dome 
ſaying to you as Cyprian to Florentinu, Epiſt. 66 Miffis 
P. 169. Habes tu literas meas, ego tuas; in dit the C 
judicii ante tribunal Chriſti utreque recitabuntur, Þ Thing 
Alyth, Feb. 1. 6; . | great 

on {7 5 8 Your moſt humble Servant, which 
Txomas Avrons, |} vers 

. e ee 
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"POSTSCRIPT. 


IR, left you ſhould complain of my Brevity, 
I take here the Freedom to refer you to the 
Anſwer of the Aſſembly of Divines unto the 
Reaſons of the ſeven diſſenting Brethren, which is 
come into my Hand ſince the writing out of this 
Miſſive, and fully vindicates what I have faid on 
the Church of Jeruſalem, and, in a Word, every 
Thing elſe in Difpute between you and me. By 
| this I do not deſign merely the Authority of fo 
| great and learned a Body of Orthodox Divines, 
| which you have cautioned me not to uſe againſt 
you; but the Weight and Solidity of their An- 
| ſwers to their Independent Brethren, and what 


E. 


is advanced by you, if it be not in ſome of your 
diſtinguiſning Singularities. e 
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